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"A nvmovr has crept into the pages of some of our 
mporaries that Lord Justice Rolt, whose illness we 
last week, has. tendered his resignation of his 

office. That rumour is, we are happy to say, 
without foundation. The Lord Justice is pro- 
besing towards recovery as favourably ascould have 
n expected. The medical report of Thursday antici- 

ited a gradual recovery within a moderate period. 











We UNDERSTAND that some doubt has been enter- 
gained as to the method of procedure in the county 
arts under the Bills of Exchange Summary Procedure 
Tt was provided by that Act that its provisions 
ig ght be extended by an order in Council to any courts 
scord in England and Wales, and that such order 
Co uncil might from time to time be altered or annulled. 
n the 30th of January, 1856, an order in council was 
ie » applying the provisions of the Act generally to 
6 county courts, and in the County Court Rules 
lich came into operation in the beginning of 1857, 
es and forms were given for the purpose of regu- 
ting the proceedings. On the 17th of July, 1863, 
fother order in council was made annulling the former 
ier so far as it related to cases where less than £10 
as sought to be recovered. 
"We believe no farther orders in council have been 
ade, and the Bills of Exchange Act is not alluded to 
e new County Court Act. The law therefore now 
much the same as before the New Aot in this 
pt, and the practice under the summary process in 
t Peocnty court where it is applicable will be much the 
e as before, 


% 
Th he four most pmper enh of the old county court rules 
s the subject, and all the forms, are re-enacted by the 
rules just published in the same words as before. 
iriously enough the words of the old rules are followed 
| well where they are not applicable as where they are, 
in New Bule 275, the words ‘Practice under rules 


Zand 148” occur. This should now he “ practice 
nde er rules 189 and 190,” for the latter are now the 
abers of the rales which were numbered in the old 

s, 142 and 143. This is obviously a slip on the part of 
ors of the rules, but fortunately it is one which can 
cely cause ahy mistake in practice. We advise our 
fers, however, for facility of reference, to note the 
oper number of the rules intended to be. re- 
rred to-in the margin of their copies of the new 
t . _. he principal effect that the new Act will have 
fith regard to the procedure for recovery on bills of 
h is, as in other eases of contract, by its having 

aa th the provisions which enabled a plaintiff to get 
is costs where there was concurrent jurisdiction, that is, 
here the plaintiff and defendant. dwelt more than 
wenty part or the cause of action did not arise 
La Yara point within the jurisdiction of the county 
‘ yal a erin dwelt. From the nature of a 
peregey would often be this con- 

: juried Ig cases before the new 
Ac the plaintiff pokrgs are in cases under £10, have 





sued in the superior court without giving up his right 
to costs, and so have availed himself of: the 
procedure. Now, however, he will lose his costs in 
& case, and, therefore, unless he chooses to rely on the de- 
fendant’s not being able to obtuin leave to appear, and is 
willing in that case to pay the small costs whieh he: will 
incur, he must abandon the summary process; 
and sue by an ordinary plaint in the county court. 
There is a further diffoulty with regard to the ap+ 
plication of the 7th. section of ee ee 
Act to cases under the Bills of Exchange Act. ‘That 
section provides for the removal of actions of contract 
in which it is sought to recover amounts not 
£50 into the county court, on application to a judge 
the defendant within eight days from the service of the 
writ. But where the writ is under the Bills of Exchange 
Act, the defendant has twelve days toobtain leave to 
appear, and this is not generally found toomuch time 
to investigate and take advice on the case, prepare the 
necessary affidavits, and get a judge’s order. Yet, now ‘it 
seems if the defendant cannot do all this within eight 
days he loses the advantage of the 7th section of the Act, 
and can only get the cause sent for trial in the county court 
after issue joined under the old Act, 19 & 20 Viet. c. 108, 
s. 26, which is not repealed. As the expensé of the 
pleadings forms a considerable portion of the difference 
between the cost of a casein the superior court and in 
the county court, this is certainly unfortunate, and we 
cannot but think that if the Legislature had had their 
attention drawn to the point, they would -have provided 
that the application under the 7th section should be made 
within eight days in ordinary cases, and within twelve 
days, or even some longer period, when the writ was 
issued under the Bills of Exchange Act. It may have 
been intended that the defendant might get the cause 
removed into the county court within eight days withoyt 
getting leave to appear, but we do not think a judge 
would listen to such an application, except possibly upon 
grounds which would be sufficient for an order for leave 
to appear, Besides, there is no provision for obtaining 
the leave in the county court in such a case, On the 
contrary, it is provided thatthe registrar shall appoint 
a day for the hearing of the cause. If the defendant 
should be anxious to get within eight days a judge's 
order to appear, so as to be able to apply under the 7th 
section, and, therefore, should adopt the most speedy mode 
of obtaining such an order, a difficulty would: arise, for 
under the 7th section the cause is to be removed entirely 
from the superior court, and yet there seems no provision 


It is, however, just possible that the judges might adopt 
the practice of giving leave to defend: on ‘condition of 
paying money into the county court; but here again 
another difficulty arises. The application for leave 
defend must now be made to a master ; that to’ remove 
a cause into the county court under the 7th 

the new Act (which wasnotin fores when 
Chambers Bill passed) must be made to a judge. © 

whole, therefore, we think that in practice un 

present rules it will be found impossible to use 

section in the case of an action commenced un 

Bills of Exchange Act, and we rather doubt whether any 
power exists under the present. statutes to make rules 
under which it would be practicable. 

., IX OUR LAST VOLUME, p. 565, we called attention® to - 
the Criminal Law Amendment Bill, brought\into:the ~ 
House of Commons by Mr. Russell Gurney, the Recorder 
of London ; and in commenting on the provision whith 
proposed to allow the expenses of witnesses for the de- 
fence, we stated our — 

grudge them, inasmuch as ve country 

called on to pay in the case of honest: 

fences. Since the Bill has become Jaw 

see that our prediction has been verified, 
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tion precedent to the payment of these expenses that the 
witnesses shall have given evidence before the commit- 
ting magistrate ; and most properly so, for if the defence 
be dishonest, the prosecutor, having heard the witnesses 
before the magistrate, can investigate the truth of their 
evidence in the interim before the trial, and ifhe finds 
their atory untrue, it may bo safely predicted that, gene- 
rally, under fear of a well-founded cross-examination, 
such witnesses will not enter into the box at assizes or 
sessions, and so the country will not be called upon to pay 
theit'expenses ; and, even if they do, the presiding judge 
has a discretion whether he will allow their expenses or 
not. We are not aware that this provision has been 
much acted on in the country; but the Times of the 8th 
of January reports two cases from the Central Criminal 
Court which well illustrate its practical value. In one, 
@ man named Pawsey was tried and convicted for a 
burglary, and a witness, who had given evidence for him 
on his committal, failed to appear at the trial, as in the 
interim the prosecutor had placed himself in a position 
to prove his evidence false. In the other case, a man 
named Meldrick was indicted for robbery with violence, 
and three witnesses were called before the committing 
magistrate to establish an alibi on his behalf. At the 
trial only two of these witnesses appeared, and the alibi 
was defeated by evidence given in consequence of a 
knowledge that an attempt would he made to estab- 
lish it. 

The same number of the Zimes also reports a case illus- 
trating a remark that we nade in the same article, that 
the Court should be empowered to allow the costs of pro- 
secution in all casesof misdemeanour, without exception. 
A man named Bristow was indicted for threatening and 
assaulting a witness on a trial. at the Jast sessions of the 
court ; counsel only appeared to eupport the charge as 
amicus curie, and the prosecution ran a risk of failing 
because the Court had no power to allow costs ; and yet 
this was a case of a very grave character, and one in 
which, in the interests of justice generally, it was parti- 
cularly necessary that the law should be vindicated. The 
Act will clearly work for the benefit of the honest poor, 
and it would be difficult to give it higher praise. 


In THE Court of Queen’s Bench on the first day of 
term a motion was made with reference to the plaintiff's 
right to costs in acertain action which had been tried at 
the last Croydon assizes. In the ocurse of the argument 
Mr. Justice Lush suggested that in some cases the new 
County Court Act might have a very curious effect, quite 
contrary to the probable intention of the Legislature, 
viz., to give costs to parties who would not otherwise be 
entitledto them. The. Statute of Gloucester (which is 
the foundation of a plaintiff's right to costs in all cases) 
remains unrepealed, while almost all the subsequent Acts 
restricting the right are repealed. There may therefore 
be cases where the new Act does not apply to take away 
the right to costs, owing to the action having been com- 
menced before the passing of the Act, and owing to the 
repeal of the other Acis, there may be now nothing 
to prevent the right to costs being obtained under the 
Statute of Gloucester. The point was not decided, butit 
seems worth the careful attention of parties who have 
lately recovered verdicts for small amounts, It seems to 
us that but for the possible operation of 18 & 14 Vict. c. 
21 s. 6, the learned judge’s suggestion would -undoubt- 


for the class of small cases to which it would = 
generally brought toatolerably speedy trial, and co 


likely that there were many actions pending on the lstof 
January commenced rss the 20th of August, except 


cases of substantial importance. There may, however 


be casesin which the plaintiff having recovered a 
small amount, not at the time of verdict ‘ 
entitle him to costs, has never signed jena * 
such cases we see nothing to preventhis now 


to a master to tax hiscosts as a matter of right, except 


the section of the general Act which we have 
above. That section provides that where an Act of Par. 


lidment substitutes new provisions for others repealed by 
it, the old ones are to remain in fotce till the néW ones 
come into operation. Here, however, -the difficulty is 
caused by tve fact that the new provision has come into — 
operation, but does not apply to all cases. 


WE HAD SOME slight hope that the gas-burners, thirty- 
two in number, in each of the courts at Westminster 
would during the last vacation, have been altered to 
sun-burners, a chabge that could be very easily effected, 

This first step towards ventilating the courts, in which 
it must be borne in mind that the law must be ad- 
ministered for the next ten years, has been before sug- 
gested in this journal, We grounded our hope on the 
fact that the alteration has been recently made in two 
of the courts at the Guildhali. We find, however, that 
no change has been made, and that the courts are as 
close and offensive as ever, especially the Queen’s Bench, 
to the state of which we have before particularly called 
attention. If it be true that the air of that court is as 
impure as any that is to be found above ground in Lon- 
don during the daytime, which we can well believe, it 
remains and will remain, till some change is made, a pet- 


fect marvel how the work of the court is carried on, 


Will no one of the learned judges take up the matter 


in the interest of all frequenters of the courts, judges, 


officers, the bar, attornies, suitors, witnesses, aud jury- 
men, a body large enough to be entitled to oan 
but apparently agri cha in this matter. ; 
IN OUR NUMBER of December 4th, we referred to this 
prosecution of Mr. Sullivan, in Dublin, for taking part 
in the late funeral procession in that city. We pointed out 
that his defence was—“ That he had acted in reliance upon 
astatement of Lord Derby, in the House of Lords, with re- 
ference to the procession in Cork, that there was no’ 
illegal in it, and an alleged assurance by Lord Mayo, 
in the House of Commons, that if any doubt were en- 
tertained about the legality of such processions, warn- 
ing would be given to the people, by proclamation, before 
any further action was taken.” And we said that this 
defence placed Lord Derby and Lord Mayo in an awk- 
ward position. “An Irishman,” in a letter which we 
published in our last number, objects to our seeming to 
accept as correct Mr. Sullivan’s statement of the facts; 
and asserts that “Lord Derby did not say in the House 
of Lords (nor elsewhere, as far as I know), that the 


Cork procession was not illegal, but only that it was not 5S 


a breach of the Party Processions Act.” 


Now, our correspondent may be perfectly right in his i 


version of what Lord Derby said, but he adduces no 
thority in support of it. Mr. Sullivan would have 90 
difficulty in producing strong evidence in favour of b 


edly be well founded. As faras the effect of the new Acta ‘views. 


only is concerned, the matter seems to stand as follows’: 
If there are any cases in which the writ was issued before 
the 20th of August last, and final judgment not signed 
until the Ist of , January, the plaintiff seems entitled 
to his costs, if hehas recovered as much as 40s. Even 
if the amount recovered is less than 40s: it will in 
most cases require a certificate (under the Act of 48 
Eliz. c. 6) of the judge who tries the case to deprivethe 
plaintiff of his costs, This result seems to afford another 
instance of the carelessnessof our legislation. It is not, 





however, very likely that it will have much practical effect, 


The funeral procession at Cork took place on boots 


Ist, on December 8rd, Lord Dofferin called attention to 


the subject in the House of Lords, and suggested that 


such processions might be suppressed under the Party 


Processions Act. Lord Dethy replied at some length ; 
and in the course of his reply he used words which 
reported in the Zimes of December 4th, as follows: —“. 
was carefully considered previously to the tio 
in Ireland, whether the processions were such as to | 
cite reasonable apprehensions of disturbance; but no: 
turbance of the public peace was thought probable, au 
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in point of fact none: occurred, while there was no such 
2 of the ordinary law, or of the Packs Picsewiens 


- informed, as would have 
her Majesty’s Government in taking any ny 4 


‘to interfere with the processions or those engaging 


them.” The Daily News report is, “There was no vio- 
lation either of the ordinary law or of the Party Pro- 
gosions Act,%o far as our present information goes, to 
'y her Majesty’s Government in taking any steps to 
ere with the processions, or to punish the parties who 
took partin them.” The reportin the Standard isidentical 
in itsterms with that in the Daily News. In the first 
lace, therefore, there is very strong direct evidence of 
ord Derby’s having said that the Cork procession was 
notillegal ; in the secund place theré is no doubt what- 
ever that both in England and Ireland he was generally 
understood to have said so; and, in the third place, Lord 
Derby has never from that day to this contradicted this 
Delief. Yet he had a peculiarly suitable opportunity of 
doing 80, for on Dec. 7th, the very day. before the Dublin 
procession was to take place, Lord Mayo was questioned 
about the processions in the House of Commons; and, 
though he spoke with much more caution than Lord 
Derby about their legality, he does not appear to have 
hinted that bis chief had been misreported or misunder- 
stood. But in answer to a question of Sir Patrick 
O’Brien he. made the statement upon which Mr. Sullivan 
further relied. -He is reported by the Zimes to have said : 
“The Government will take noaction except upon the 
opinion of the.law.officers. It isthe wish of the Govern- 
ment to act strictly in conformity with the law, and of 
course ample notice will be given by proclamation or 
otherwise, 
_ Whether the newspaper versions of Lord Derby’s 
speech, or “An Irishman’s” version be the true one, 
whether his lordship did say that the Cork procession 
was not illegal, or only allowed a false report that he had 
said so to be circulated. without contradiction, does not 
seem to us veryimportant. In either case, he and Lord 
Mayo must bear the blame of having enabled Mr. Sulli- 
yan to make a speech most damaging to the Govern- 
ment ; and at a time when such an incident is peculiarly 
to be regretted, 





WE ARE GLAD to see it announced that Mr. R. J. T. 
Orpen, solicitor, of Dublin, and President of the Irish 
Law Society is to receive the honour of knighthood. 





THE .IRISH PRESS PROSECUTION. 

In undertaking to prosecute the Editor of The Irish- 
man for a series of what are alleged to be seditious libels, 
the Irish Government have taken a step which can hardly 
fail to be of extreme importance for good or for evil. 
We have no doubt that the Government and its law 
Officers are fully alive to the importance of the step, 
aad have counted the cost.of success or failure ; and we 
cannot pretend to:judge of the prudence or imprudence 
of the course they have adopted, for we do not: possess 
the information which they and do not know 
the grounds upon which they have formed their decision, 
The course which they have taken in lying by while 
the articles now. brought in question were being pro- 
duced, and at last. prosecuting the publisher for a series 
of articles and letters extending over a period of more 
than six months, from June, 1867, to the present time, 
is a very unusual one, and one which undoubtedly re- 
quires strong reasons to justify it. Bnt, as we have said, 
we cannot judge whether such reasons exist or not, 

Neither do we propose to express any opinion upon 
. Whether the articles in 

1 are libels or not it is the province of a jury to 
determine ; and we haye no wish to anticipate their de- 
cision, But the case suggests some very important 
questions to the law of sedition, which there can 
be no im in discussing. The first question sug- 
gested is, what is a seditious libel ? 





——— 


The popular idea, if we judge from the ie icles 
which have appeared on the subject, seems to be that t! 
law of sedition is, or at least ought to be, the simplest 
matter possible. Yet the very writers who assume this 
show that they entertain the vaguest po pee ai 
to what sedition is. One prevalent notion seems to be 
that it is quite proper to Peat details connected with 
our institutions, such as the law of landlord and tenant 
the electoral franchise and so forth, but that when you 
come to things fundamental, such as the monarchy or the 
integrity of the empire, you are treading on dangerous 
ground, and it is seditious to advocate any radical. e. 
Another favourite way of putting the matter, and 
it has been countenanced by some legal writers who 
ought to know hetter, is to say that pu ons 
affecting the Government are “either treasonable, or 
seditious, or lawful ; that whatever is not treasonable (of 
which a reasonable definition is generally given) nor lawful, 
(of which no intelligible description is ever given) is se- 
ditions. This. mode of stating the case of course amounts 
to-no more than saying that whatever is seditious is se- 
ditions. The truth is, that the subject is one of great in- 
trinsic difficulty ; and that. the peculiar history of this 
branch of law in England has greatly added to the diffi- 
culty, If any legislator, invested with absolute authority, 
and with the ground cleared for him, were called upon to 
lay down a rule which should at the same time allow the 
fullest room for honest discussion and criticism of things 
past, present, and future, and yet protect the State against 
the effects of writicogs tencing to foment rebellion, his 
task would not be an easy one. And, moreover, as we 
before pointed out in these pages, the English law of 
libel has grown up in the most singular fashion. It has 
been the battle field in the war of liberty against eu- 
thority, and the gains of each from the other haye never 
been formally marked out. And consequently, our law 
now contains a multitude of inconsistent decisions and 
dicta, and of principles laid down without qualification, 
which it is almost impossible to reconcile. 

Seditious libels are of two kinds : first, those which con- 
tain matter defamatory either of the Queen or her min- 
istera in respect of their conduct. of the Government, And 
libels of this class are subject. 2 substan the same 
law as that which governs libels upon pri ones 
except that the criminal proceedings with w they 
may be visited are different, and the truth of such libels 
can never be set up in defence. The other class of se- 
ditious publications consists of publications which, with- 
out necessarily containing imputations of misconduct 
against specific persons, yet by the form of 
our government or the administration of public affairs or 
otherwise, tend to excite disaffection. Hence it is oon- 
stantly laid down that it is criminal to publish 
scandalous of the.Queen or her ministers, or anything 
tending to alienate the affections of the people from the 
Government. 

But side by side with these rules are to. be found two 
controlling principles for the protection of the liberty of 
the subject. In the first place, it is the right of ev 
man to discuss the conduct of public mén in their public 
acts, to condemn them with any degree of severity, to 
charge them with ignorance, incapacity, or stupidity, or 
other defects, provided this be done bona fide, in a manne 
which a jury shall think fair, and without imp 
crime or corrupt motives to individuals; Campbell 
Spottiswoode, 11 W.R. 569, Even her Majesty oan cla 
no exemption from such criticism: Rew vy. Lambert, % 
Camp. 398. The second qualifying principle is, that 
everyone has a right freely to express his 0 upon 
any subject connected either with forms of governms 
generally, or with the policy of his own country. J 
Loughborough’s words are well known : “every man nit 


pana sti doin hs opin conmigo 
and systems of government ; if they be ‘and en- 
lightening, the world will gain by them ; if they be weak 


a absard, they will be laughed at and forgotten ; if 
they be ricay Bi they cannot be criminal, however 











224 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jan.'18,'1968, 












erroneous.” And Mr. Starkie lays down. “It is the un- 
doubted right of every member of the community to pub- 
lish his own opinions on all svbjects of public and common 
interest, and so long as he exercises this inestimable 
privilege candidly, honestly, and sincerely, with a view 
to benefit society, he is not amenable as a criminal,” 

Now, in cases where the point of a supposed seditious 
libel consists ‘in its defaming her Majesty or her minis- 
ters, i6 may not be very difficult to reconcile the rules 
creating criminal liability with those which protect 
freedom of discussion. At any rate the difficulty is not 
peculiar to the law of sedition, but arises frequently, and 
in the same form, in actions of libel between private in- 
dividuals. ‘Thus, in two actions for libel, which have ex- 
cited great public interest within the last few years—one 
against the Saturday Review, the other against the Pail- 
Mail Gazette—the whole contest has been as to whether 
the right of freely discussing matters of a public nature 
had or had not been exceeded. But where the libellous 
character arises, not from scandal of any individual, 
but from the tendency of the publication to excite dis- 
affection against the Government, the case is by no 
means so easy. One rule of law lays down that it is 
lawful to condemn the conduct of the Government, and 
lawful to aivocate any change of policy, and to express 
a preference for any other than the existing form of 
Government; another says that it is criminal to publish 
anything tending to shake people’s loyalty to the ex- 
isting Government. These two rules, taken in their full 
sense, ate utterly inconsistent. How is it possible to 
argue in fayour of a républican’ form of Govern- 
ment, without tending to shake men’s attachment to 
the monarchy? How is it possible to pass a severe 
condemnation on the whole conduct of the Govern- 
ment without, in some degree, diminishing men’s confi- 
dence in it? We by no means say that the difficulty 
we haye pointed out will arise in the case which has 
suggested these observations, If the case of the Crown 
be well founded, the publications on which the prosecu- 
tion is based, not only tended to shake confidence in, 
and diminish the public attachment to, the established 
Government, but were aimed directly at the encourage- 
ment of rebellion. And if this view be ultimately en- 
dorsed by the verdict of a jury, there can be no doubt 
of the criminality of the publications. But it is 
evident that there must be many cases in which the 
most candid statement of the defects of the existing state 
of things, the Jona fide expression of opinion in favour 
of some totally different form of government, and the 
advocacy of reforms, must lessen the credit of the estab- 
lished Government, no less surely than the advocacy of 
a sweeping reform of Parliament must shake the public 
confidente in the present Parliament. And whenever 
such @ case occurs, the two rules of law are brought into 
direct conflict. 

We have not space to pursue this question further 
at present. What we have said may be enough to show 
that the law of sedition is a matter beset by difficulties; 
and it may help, on the one hand, to explain the unwil- 
lingness of the Irish Government up +0 the last moment 
to enter npon a press prosecution, while on the other 
hand it shows the very critical nature of the step which 
they have now taken. - 

In the course of the proceedings before the police 
magistrate in’ Dublin, upon the application for a criminal 
information in the case of The Irishman, a question was 
faised of very great importance to the press generally, 
and which does not appear to us to have been’ altogether 
satisfactorily dealt with. It appeared that many of the 
articles complained of as seditious were, or purported to 
be, “not original articles, but extracts from American 
newspapers ; and the question arose how far, if at all, 
that. circumstance affected the liability of the accused. 
On the one hand it appears to have been argued for the 
defence, that inasmuch as these articles were mere quota- 
tions, and purported to express only the opinions of 
certain persons in America, the editor of Zhe Irish- 


man had done no mote than if he had’ imetely % 
as a fact that such and such opinions ¥ 
tained in America, and such a statement Of aA fat 
could not be a seditious libel; and it ‘Was pointe, — 
ont that journals of unquestioned “loyalty “¢ 
stantly report the opinions and proceedings of disle 
persons without being molested for doing 80. “On 
other hand, the counsel for the Crown seem tohave assert 
the doctrine that any article or letter whith w 
be seditious if published alone, and as ssing + 
views of the person publishing it, must net 
no less a criminal offence if published as ‘a quo 
from, or as representing the views of, anybody else, ” 
magistrate having asked,“ What would you say if 
Crown asked for an information against the editor of the 
Pall-Mall Gazette for publishing the’ famous letter of 
the Fenian ?” Mr. Shaw is reported to have said, “4 
is a matter for the discretion of the Crown, IT would’ 
but there would be no doubt in point of law that’ 
publisher would be liable, I say that the absense of 
comment approving of the libel does not justify its pi 
lication ; and, on the other hand, the absence of any com- 
ment deprecating it aggravates the offence. ' But the 
are matters for the Crown. I say most fearlessly, sir, thing 
‘the mere publication of anything that is seditious th @ 
nenspaper renders the publisher of that newspaper améte 
able to the law.” And the learnéd’ magistrate seems 
rather to have favoured the same view, though ‘his words 
do not necessarily bear so decided a constraction. “He 
held that the copying of a libel from ‘another ‘paper, — 
either against a private individual or the’ Crown, was'tio — 
excuse whatever in law for its publication, and’afforded — 
not the slightest justification. He was aware thatthe 
London and Dablin leading papers, in ‘Carnishing their 
readers with information as to what was going on in flies 
and other countries, frequently printed and published — 
documents in themselves of a seditious nature; but ifthe 
Crown declined to proceed against them for so doing, 4 
afforded no palliation for other journals to do what’ was : 
illegal.” bse 

It is a startling thing to be told that if any newspaper 
reports the treasonable views of disloyal’ persons, for 
whatever purpose, and under whatever circumstances, ifs — 
publishers are guilty of a crime, and only escape prosecu- 
tion by the forbearance of the Crown. And it would be 
a serious thing if it were unlawful to inform the loyal — 
public of the proceedings and objects of their ‘enemies 
But it seems to us very clear that the law is not 0, — 
The question for the jury in every case. would be, not 
whether any particular passage, whetler original or a 
quotation, would, if taken alone, and if it purported to © 
express the publisher's own views, be seditious—that isto — 
say, would tend to excite disaffection ; but whether thad 
passage published in the connection in which it was} 
lished was likely to excite disaffection.’ And i‘ 
mining this question, it is necessary to look, not on 
the offending passage itself, and not only at its imme 
diate context, but at the whole of the newspaper ” 
which it is published: Rea v: Lambert, 2°Camp, ‘898. 
And if this be the law, and we have no doubt that it 
we think the publishers of the London ‘newspapers 
ferred to need be under no fear of breaking the law 
they give us the views of the Fenians with the same 































































freedom as hitherto. 








THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE COURT. 
Our readers may have observed in the Times'of Januaty 
10th a letter on the subject of the Probate and ‘Divorce — 
Courts, signed by.“ Omicron,” and ‘calling attention to — 
several palpable defects in the constitution and practics — 
of these courts as they at present exist.. ‘The objections § 
of “Omicron” may be shortly stated ‘as follows’: «First; — 
that one judge is insufficient to dispose of the ‘cases seb 
down for hearing before him, and that consequently the — 
amount of arfears is large and yearly ‘increasing. 



















Second: That the law regulating appeals’ from the 
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judge ordinary, is so complicated and am- 
oe reer peat ee 
any given case an to 
House of Lords, Third: That in cases 
tothe Full Court maybeclaimed as matter 
h an appeal is practically useless, inasmuch as 
of the Jadge Ordinary isso great in that 
urt, that any appeal to it is virtually asking him 
to overrule one of his own decisions. The remedy sug- 
‘ for these evils, is the passing of some such bill as 
which was last year introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor, and which, after passing the House of 
, was. afterwards withdrawn by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer The object of that bill was to 
t an additional. judge, and to conaolidate the 
of Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty, The objections 
“Omicron” to the present system are, we think, 
well foundedand entitled to consideration, but we doubt 
whether he has hit upon the remedy best adapted 
to. meet. the evils he complains of. We will deal 
with his. objections seriatim. The first, viz., the 
increasing amount of arrears, is an evil which the 
Probate and Divorce Court shares in common with all 
the other superior courts in the country, and which 
proceeds from the same cause, a want of sufficient judge 
power. The arrears in the Probate and Divorce Court 
are not larger than those in the Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer, though it may no doubt be ex- 
pected that the County Court Act of last session may 
relieve these latter (as well as the equity courts) of a 
considerable amount of business, whereas that enactment 
can have no effect whatever on the work of the first- 
named court. Cases of divorce, and probably, also, dis- 
puted will cases, could never be safely entrusted to tri- 
bunals like our present county courts, and we cannot but 
think that it will still be found necessary to enlarge our 
judicial staff, if for the sake of this branch of business 
alone, But this isa very different thing from saying 
that it would be politic or proper to institute a separate 
and distinct court, with a chief and two puisne judges, 
forthe trial of Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and perhaps 
Ecclesiastical cases alone. Such an arrangement, would, 
we think, be a step in the wrong direction, for reasons 
which we shall give further on. As to the second head, 
we are inclined to think that the difficulty of interpreting 
the statutes relating to appeal, are not so great as 
“Omicron” seems to think, The Acts relating to the 
Divorce Court no doubt partake of the ambiguity 
which characterizes so many of our statutes, and an 
Act amending and explanatory of the original Act 
constituting the court has been found necessary in 
order to clear up doubts on this very head ; 
nevertheless, owing. to this amending Act, and 
te several. cases. decided on the subject, the law as 
to appeal may be now considered as tolerably clear. This 
startling anomaly, however, still exists, that from the 
same court there are three distinot and independent tri- 
bunals of appeal, viz., the House of Lords in petitions for 
nullity of marriage or divorce, the Full Court in all 
interlocutory orders and in final petitions for judicial 
separation or restitution of conjugal rights, and the 
Privy Councilin eases of probate, What is the meaning 
of such a complication? Why is the House of Lords 
more fitted to try divorce cases than the Privy Council, 
or why is the Privy Council to be considered a more com- 
petent tribunal for the discussion of disputed will cases 
than the House of Lords? Such a state of things is 
only one instance. out of many of the effects of that 
piecemeal legislation to which we are only too prone, and 
of.which the Dill advocated by “Omicron” would be, 
we think, but another example. Asto the constitution of 
the Fall Court, which is the third head of grievance, we 
believe that the charges madeagainat it by “Omicron” are 
substantially correct, and that the unsatisfactory nature 
of, that tribunal has to a great extent nrevented suitors 
questioning the decisions of the Judge Ordinary in 
cases. where, before a more satisfactory Court, it would 
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have been to their interest and advantage todo eo. Any 
one who has had the opportunity of the prac- 
tice of the Divorce Court, must have that. that 


eminent a judge may be, there must always 
number of cases in which it is not only desirable for the 
parties, but in which it. would be of assistance to 
the judge himself, to have his decisions reviewed by | 
competent tribunal. No man can entirely rely on his 
own judgment,and there must be times when the 
lawyer would be glad to take counsel with men of. 
sagacity and experience with himself. Such assistance 
it is impossible that the Judge Ordinary should derive 
from the two judges. who, with him, ’ 
constitute the Full Court. We say this without wishing 
in any way to disparage the learning and abilily of the 
common law bench ; but when judges are summoned 
to sit in the Divorce Court, they are generally placed in 
a false position; they are sent for on the spur of 
moment, and taken from whatever court can bests 
them at the time, without having any opportunity 
acquainting themselves with the subjects on. which 
are to adjudicate, and without any previous 
the peculiar branch of law which is to be 
their decision. Under such circumstances, how 
do otherwise than defer to the opinion of a judge 
whole time is spent in deciding on cases.similar 
one under their consideration, and who has. had 
opportunity of examining even that one much more closely 
than they could possibly havedone? Such, then, are the 
evils of the present system. A court without a sufficient 
staff of judges, and with an illusory and. complicated 
system of appeal. But how are these evils to be re- 
medied ? Not, we think, by sucha bill as was brought 
in. by the Lord Chancellor last session. . “Omicron” 
asks why that bill was withdrawn ? Of course we can- 
not pretend to fathom the motives. which .actuated the 
Government, but we suspect that one reason. for its 
withdrawal was the fact that at that very time. a com- 
mission was appointed to investigate the judicial 
generally, and it was thought inadvisable to an 
alteration intended only to affect one court, at a time 
when the whole of the adminigtration of justice in this 
country was passing under review. We also know 
that the bill in question was opposed by a large part of 
the bar, on the ground that it was contrary to the spirit 
of all modern Jaw amendment, inasmuch as it 
to establish a separate and independent court with a dis- 
tinct practice, while the tendency of all the alterations. of 
the present day has been in favour of assimilating the 
practice and giving equal power to all our courts, and of 
abolishing all exclusive jurisdiction; and the same objec- 
tion was also. taken, on behalf of the. other branch of 
the profession, by the Incorporated Law Society. This view 
has found an able advocate and exponent.in Sir Roundell 
Palmer. Our readers will probably recollect the exhaus 
tive speech of last session, in which he pointed out the 
defects and anomalies of our present.courts, and recom- 
a the abolition—not only of all distinction between 
een’s Bench, Common Pleas, and. Exchequer, but 
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as far as possible, between common law and.equity... 
this theory is correct—and if there is any likelihood of 
its being acted upon—the question occurs.to us, W. 

it will be necessary to keep up a separate Probate and. 
Divorce Court at all? If law.and equity. are,to be 


why is the court for wills and tobe.left out in. 
the cold? Could not these subjects be dealt. with.as. 
well by any of the superior. courts. as they.are. ab 
present, or are they of so peculiar a nature. that 
they require a distinct. court, and. jadge who has 





devoted himself especially to their cunsideration ? They 
are no doubt subjects of very great moment, and require 
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for their decision as much learning and ability as can be 
obtained. Still, questions of marriage and of wills enter 
into every branch of our law, and have to be considered 
by every one of the judges of our superior courts, and the 
two judges who have in succession presided over the 
Divorce Court received their legal prt eps not in the 
ecclesiastical courts, but in the courts of comnion law. 
Such suggestions as these, however; may perhaps be con- 
sidered premature, seeing that the Oommission now 
sitting has not yet published the results of its investiga- 
tion, and we do not know what changes they may be in- 
clined to recommend. All we would insist on at present 
is, the necessity for considering amendménts in the 
Divorce Court as part of one large amendment which 
is required in the whole of our superior courts. The 
Divorce Court requires reforming, but so do the other 
courts as well; the divorce system of appeals is de- 
fective, but so is the appeal system in the common law 
courts : let us have a reform by all means, if reform is 
possible, but let it be made as a whole, and let it, as far 
as may be, be the work of one body of men, acting upon 
some settled plan. We have already had enough of im- 
methodical and ill-considered legislation, of a system 
which prunes away one evil when it becomes intolerable, 
and leaves twenty others to grow up in its place. “Omi- 
cron” himself shows us what results from a hasty and 
imperfect amalgamation of two distinct courts like Pre- 
bate and Divorce, leaving the one its appeal to the Privy 
Council and the other its appeal to the House of Lords. 
If the Admiralty and Ecclesiastical Courts were added 
to them, each still retaining its old practice, the con- 
fusion would, we think, be considerably increased. Our 
law is by no means yet free from the charge of cumbrous- 
ness in its proceedings and over-technicality, and such 
bills as that of the Lord Chancellor, by bolstering up 
obsolete jurisdictions which ought to be abolished, or at 
least radically reformed, rather augment than diminish 
these evils. Let us hope that the labours of the Com- 
missioners may be productive of far different and more 
beneficial results, and that we may expect a comprehen- 
sive and systematised reform in our administration, to 
which we may look back in after years with satisfaction 
instead of with regret, which will not require ‘every 
session or two an amending statute to explain or alter it, 
and which, if ever our judicial staff requires increasing, 
will be capable of expansion so as fo meet the growing 
requirements of the country, and may be an assistance 
instead of a hindrance to any future reforms which may 
be required. 


TWO TRIALS FOR THE SAME OFFENCE. 


The sages of our law were wont to boast of its extreme 
care for the protection of the innocent. Scoffers of 
modern times are profane enough to say that in practice 
that protection extends to the guilty also. Amongst 
other points the law most anxiously insists that no man 
shall be tried twice for the same offence. The 
result is that many a notorious ¢riminal walks our 
streets triumphantly, exulting in the immunity afforded 
by the ingenuity of an advocate, or the stupidity of a 
British jury, and careless what damning proofs of 
guilt may now be discovered against him. Such a result 
from a benevolent provision is indeed deplorable; but 
by no means does it follow that the provision itself is to | 
be condemned. These, however, are questions fér’ 
the legislator father than for the lawyer. We shall here 
address ourselves to the humbler task of endeavouring to 
elucidate the existing law. Any violation of so funda- 
mental a principle of law, as that no man shall be tried 
twice for the sanie offence, will always attract attention. 
Yet cases ‘are not wanting in which this has’ been done, 
at least apparently, and that with success. These have 
arisen sometimes where facts, occurring in the interval 
between the’ first trial and the second, have altered the 
character of the offenee ; and sometimes also where the 
mere form of the indictment has been changed, without 
any corresponding change in the circumstances. Reg. v. 








Morris, 15 W. B., 999, was a-case of the 
tion. The facts were these :—On the 25th: roses 
the prisoner assaulted and beat a man of the nam 
Lymer. For this offence he was at Lymer's ix 
tried before the magistrates for the assault, was convi 
and séntencel to imprisonment. On Ist 
1866, Lymer died of the injuries inflicted’ upon hi 
whereupon an indictment for manslaughter was 
against the prisoner. The aspect of the case which er 
are considering turned upon 24 & 25 Vict. ©. 100/5, 
45, which enacts “If any person against whom any 
such complaint as in either of the last three 
sections mentioned shall heve been preferréd by or on. 
behalf of the party aggrieved, shall have obtained” 
certificate of acquittal from the magistrate, “ or having been’ 
convicted shall have” suffered the punishment awarded, 
“he shall be relieved from all farther or other 
ings, civil or criminal, for the same cause.” It is to be 
observed that acquittal and conviction are here placed on 
precisely the same footing as regards their operation’ in” 
bar of a fresh trial. Under this statute the prisoner 
pleaded the previous conviction and pnnishment. The 
point was referred to the Court of Criminal Appeal, 
which was divided, Kelly, ©.B., holding the plea to be 
good, while the majority of the court, consi of 
Martin, B., Byles, Keating, and Shee, JJ., disallowed the 
plea, and sustained the conviction. It will be observed 
that the words of the statute are “ for the same cause.” 
Martin, B., was of opinion that the word “cause” was 
used ayronymously with the word “accusation ” or 
“charge.” As therefore the charge before the magistrates’ 
was not the same with that preferred on the second oc*’ 
casion, the one being for assault and the other for man-’ 
slaughter, the plea of autrefois convict was bad. Thie rea-' 
soning seems to us, with all submission, to be directly op- 
posed to the cases of Reg. v, Elrington, 10 W. R. 18 1 By 
& &., 688 ; Reg. v. Walker, 2 Mood. & Rob. 446 ; and Reg, 
v. Stanton, 5 Cox, ©. C. 324, referred to below. At thesame 
time itisno doubttruethatthe word “cause” isambiguons, 
Tt may either mean “ act” (which was the contention of 
the prisoner’s counsel), or it may mean “ cause for the’ 
accusation.” In the latter case the plea would be bad ; 
for the facts which constituted the “cause for the ao" 
cusation”’ had been altered in the interval between the” 
preferment of the first charge and of the second by 1 
death of the person injured. . 
In Reg. v. ty ae 10 W. R. 13, which was @ case” 
under the 9 Geo. 4. ©. 81,8. 28 (the words of ‘which’ 
are the same with those of the present statute, 24 & 25° 
Vict. ¢, 100, 8.45, above cited) a complaint of assault 
had been made to two justices, who dismissed the com-' 
plaint. It was held that this acquittal might be’ 
pleaded in bar to an indictment founded on the samé — 
facts, charging assault and battery accompanied by’ : 
malicious cutting and wounding, so as to cause grievous 
hodily harm. Zteg. v. Walker, 2 Mood. and Rob. 446; — 
was much to thesame effect. Reg. v. Stanton, 5 Cox, C. 0) 
$24, came nearer to the present case. There a convio 


tion and imprisonment for a common assault were held’ 


to constitute a bar to a subsequent indictment in respect ae 
of the same transaction charging an assault and wound-' — 
ing with intent to murder. In all thesé eases, however, a 
no event had occurred in the interval between the pre-" 
ferment of the first and that of the second ‘indictment, 

which altered the complexion of the case. It was other-' — 
wise with the case Reg. v. Salvi, which is reported‘in Cen-' — 

tral Crim, Court ‘Sess. Papers, vol. 46, p. 884. Here Salvi’ 
was indicted for wounding Robertson with intent t6 kill,’ 


and was acquitted. Robertson shortly afterwards died, — 
and Salvi was then indicted for the murder. * He 


the previous acquittal on the other charge 3 but 

O.B., Willes, J., and Martin, B., held the'plea to b 
Pollock, C.B., observing that on ‘the former indictment 
the intent was of the essence of the charge; but om the — 
latter indictment it was not so. The learned jadges in’ 
the present case distinguished Reg. v. Salvion this ground, ; 
inasmuch as the jury in that case might have considered” 


poy 
















i oj ae 


ie 


SAP SRE RR 


Bas 


“RF erthFResg rhs 


Se3 


aeSF Sg 


ER 


S25 


= 


* 


Rae GEES 


~ between the two cases ; and we conclude that whenever 


_¢ffect of the death is to alter the legal aspect of the case | 


‘instead of ‘being convicted of the assault, and had 
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that the intent was only to maim, and ‘might, therefore, 
rightly have acquitted Salvi on the former indictment, 
while if death ensued the offence would undoubtedly 
constitute murder. Salvi therefore might rightly have 
been acquitted on the first charge, and yet convicted on 
the second; This is true: yet the analogy of Reg. v. 
Salvi certainly favours the decision of the majority of 
the Court in the present case. 

The true principle would seem to be that if no altera- 
tion has taken place in the facts upon which the chargo 
is founded between the preferment of the first indict- 
ment and that of the second, then the second indictment 
cannot be sustained: The prosecutor may have been un- 
skilful in framing his first indictment, but if so he must 
take the consequences of his error. He will not be al- 
lowed in effect to amend his first indictment by prefer- 
ting a second charge upon identically the same state of 
facts, but in an altered shape. If, however, the staie of 
facts has changed, as it had in the present case, then the 
rule is different, and a new “cause for accusation ” has 
arisen. In the present case the man died of the injuries 
sustained after the preferment of the first charge. It 
was not at that time in the power of the prosecution to 
indict the prisoner for manslaughter. It seems reason- 
able enough that they should be allowed to do so ona 
subsequent occasion. 

The learned Chief Baron seems to have thought that 
it was unjust that the “ accident of the subsequent death 
ofthe party should subject the accused to a repetition of 
the trial and of the punishment.’ The answer to this 
‘we apprehend to be that the law allows what may be 
called accident to have a most material bearing upon the 
legal guilt of the prisoner. Crooks and Hallam shot 
Linley. They said, and probably with truth, that they 
-only intended to maim him. It might be called an 
accident that he died of his wounds; bnt there cannot 
be a doubt that, but for the indemnity, they might both 
be convicted: of murder, and hanged, as they most 
righteously deserve. The argument of accident may be 
turned either way. It may just as well be said that itis 
unjust that a criminal should escape the due punishment 
of his crime by the accident of the injured man happen- 
ing to live'a few days more or less. Had Hallam and 
Crooks been detected and convicted of unlawfully wound- 
-ing Linley before his death, it would surely have been a 
miscarriage of justice had they thereby escaped being 
‘tried for the murder. A still more flagrant injustice 
would have resulted from the Chief Baron’s ruling had 
‘the majority of the Court agreed with him. The statute 
relieves the defendant “from all further or other pro- 
ceedings, civil or criminal.” If, therefore, the Chief 
Baron's judgment had prevailed, the widow of the de- 
ceased would in such a case be deprived of her right to 
bring an action against the defendant for causing her 
husband’s death under Lord Campbell's Act. 

Upon a plea of autrefois convict, which was the 
present case, the question appears pretty clear. But itis 
‘attended with greatly increased difficulty, if we contem- 
plate its other aspect, as arising out of a pleaof autrefois 
acquit. Suppose a man to have been acquitted of the 
charge of unlawfully wounding another, and afterwards, 
upon the death of the person injured, to be indicted for 
murder. Probably’the issue before the jury upon both | 
indictments’ wonld ‘be exactly the same ; and it would 
be difficult tosay that the man was not being tried twice 
over for the same offence. Yet we do not see how any | 
distinction can be drawn, upon the words of the statute, 


the question arises, it will be held, following the present / 
decision, that the second trial must proceed. Thecase is 
free from objection, whereas in Jeg. v.. Salvi (sup.) the | 


in such a way that the prisoner might rightly have been | 
acquitted on the former occasion, and yet might rightly | 
be convicted on the second ; and this would have been | 


80 if,in the present case, Morris had been acquitted | 





afterwards been indicted for the manslaug 
manslaughter might have arisen from a culpable. ( 
of duty, which would be no assault. But in other cases 
such as that which we have put above, there is certa 

an apparent hardship in the matter. We cansee no in- 
justice in trying a convicted man over again, 
circumstances which have occurred since the former. trial 
show that he. has been guilty of a more serious 

than then appeared. But a man who has been é 
quitted ought not to be tried a second time on 

the same issue, merely because, if convicted on 
second occasion, he may be subjected to an 
punishment, The Court in the case before us 
placed between Scylla and Charybdis, with*no inter- 
mediate strait through which to steer. It co 
not avoid the present objection otherwise than by 
running into the quicksands, in which the judgment 
the Chief Baron would have landed it. Some leg 
lative alteration of the statute is needed, which should 
enable a distinction to be drawn between acquittal and 
conviction jn these cases. In tho meantime we muss 
console ourselves by the reflection that the casesin which 
hardship may be oocasioned by the present decision will 
be very few. 











RECENT DECISIONS. 


COMMON LAW. 
CircuLAR NotEs—EFFECT OF LOSS OF, 
The Conflans Stone Quarry Company Limited v. Parker, 
P. O. of the National Bank, C.P., 16 W. B. 127. 

We have already on several occasions (11 8. J. 871, 
and ante 22 and 110) called attention to this case, which 
is apparently the first in which the nature of circular 
notes has been judicially considered. As the case has 
lately been reported in the Weekly Reporter and in the 
other reports, we have now an opportunity of examining 
in detail the judgment, which is of considerable interest. 
Circular notes are in the form of letters from the banks 
issuing them, addressed to the foreign correspondents : 
named in a letter, called a letter of indication, which is 
always given with the notes. The note those 
to whom it is addressed to honour the annexed draft of 
the payee—i.c., of the person who obtains the note, and 
whose name is inserted in the note before it is given to 
him. A draft for the amount of the note is printed upon 
the back of the note, blanks being left for the signature 
of the payee, and for the date and place of signature, 
The payee, at the same time, receives a letter of indication 
in which there is a list of the foreign correspondents of 
the bank. The payee ought to sign this letter of indica- 
tion as soon as he receives it, so that the persons to 
whom the notes are directed may be able'to compare the 
signature of the letter of indication with that of the 
draft on the back of the note. A circular note’ is there- 
fore a request by a banker to his correspondents that-a 
certain specified draft of a person therein named for & 
specified amount, may be honoured, 

The case arose in the following manner:~The plain- 
tiffs obtained some circular notes in the usual form, and 
the custorsary letter of indication from the «Nasional 
Bank (who were sued in the name papers ico po 
and these notes, but not ‘the letter of » Were 
subsequently lost by the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs-then 
demanded from the defendants repayment of the amount 
which they had given for the circular notes. The €efen- 
dants sefused to pay this, unless the plaintiffs gave them 
an indemnity of a very. extensive character, “Gnd°*the 
plaintiffs objected to its terms,’ As the parties:eould not 
agree upon this point, this action was: commenced.’ The 
plaintiffs were non-snited’ at: the trial, leave «being 
reserved to them to move to set aside the nonsuit; and 
the judgment upon this case was given upon the argu- 
ment against a rule nisi which the plaintiffs obtained in 
pursuance of the leave reserved. 

The Court, after taking time to consider, held that, 
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upon the true construction of the letter of indication, 
and of the circular notes, it was not obligatory upon the 
holder to cash the circular notes, though he purchases the 
right to do so if he thinks proper ; and that if he does 
not wish to cash them abroad, he may, after reasonable 
notice of his election not to use them, require repayment 
from the banker of the amount he paid for the notes. 
The holder has, therefore, an option of cashing his notes 
at one of the foreign correspondents named in the letter 
of indication ; or of claiming the amount of the notes 
from the bank. The option, however, to have back the 
money from the banker cannot be exercieed if there is 
“a possibility that the bank may be called upon to pay 
the notes.” The Court pointed out that there was a pos- 
sibility thatthe notes might be found, and might get into 
the plaintiffs’ hands, and who could then sign the drafts 
printed upon the backs of the notes, and so give a legal 
title to anyone discounting them to obtain payment from 
the bank. As the bank was exposed to this possible 
liability, the plaintiffs were not entitled to recover with- 
out giving.an indemnity. It followed from this view 
that the plaintiffs could not succeed at law except under 
the provisions of section 87 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854; and as the course pointed out by this 
section was not followed in this case, there was no 
remedy at law. 

Notwithstanding this judgment, there are still two 
questions which are not unlikely to arise, which are yet 
left undecided—the notes may be destroyed, or the owner 
of them may apply, under section 87 of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, to a judge at chambers to 
prevent their loss being set up as a defence : neither of 
these points are decided in the present case, although 
both are touched upon. In order to understand these 
questions we must consider what was the law before the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854. The result of the 
authorities on this point is stated in Byles on Bills of 
Exchange (8rd ed. 350—352) to be that the owner of a 
lost or destroyed negotiable instrument cannot sue at 
law, either upon the instrument, or upon the considera- 
tion for which it wasgiven. He notices that it was once 
thought that the rule as to destroyed negotiable instru- 
ments differed from that as to lost instruments ; but that 
now such distinction no longer exists, Before the Com- 
mon Law Procedure Act, 1854, a person who lost a ne- 
gotiable instrament, either by destruction, or in any other 
way, could only recover by the assistance of the Court 
of Chancery, which would restrain the defendant from 
setting up the loss or destruction of the instrument as 
au answer to an action upon it. The Court made ita 
condition of this interference, that the owner of the in- 
strument should give a sufficient indemnity against any 
loss which the person liable to pay might. sus- 
tain in consequence of any subsequent claim being made 
upon the instrument. Courts of law could not enforce 
such a condition, and it was for this reason that the 
Court of Chancery acquired this jurisdiction. This was 
the rule only in the case of negotiable instruments, 
If an instrament not negotiable were lost the owner 
might recover at law, without having recourse to the 
Court of Chancery. > 

As the decision in this case seems to be based entirely 
upon therulesthat areapplicable to negotiable instruments 
only, it would appear that circular notes, when lost, must 
be considered in the light of negotiable instruments; and 
as the same rule is applied in the case of destroyed, as in 
the case of lost, negotiable instruments, the rule of law 
applied to lost circular notes must be applied in cases 
when the notes are There is nothing in the 
judgment which is directly opposed to this view, 
although there is one ambiguous which sug- 
gests adoubt upon the point. Theotherquestion which 
may arise is, whether a person whose circular notes 
have been lost or destroyed can recover at law, under 
section 87 of the Common Law Procedare Act, 1854. 
This section enacts that “in case of any action founded 
upon a bill of exchange, or other negotiable instru- 





ment, it shall be lawful for a Court or 
that the loss of such instrument shall not be set up, 


provided an indemnity is given to the sntisfaction of 


the Court, or judge, or a master, against the claims, 
of any other person upon such negotiable instrument,” 

This section, it would seem, can only be app . 
where the action is founded upon a negotiable ' 
in respect of which a right of action has already accrued 
as, for instance, if the holder sues the acceptor of @ bill 
of exchange. The section does not seem to apply where 
there was no right of action upon the instrument at the 
time of its loss,and where no such right could acorue 
upon it unless some further act such as signing is per- 
formed by the owner, which act is rendered impossible by 
the loss. Unless a right of action has accrued upon. the 
instrument, it can hardly be said that an action could be 
founded upon it. This point was not considered at all by 
the Court, and the law is therefore not altered or ex- 
plained, as to this question, by the judgment upon which 
we are commenting. If, therefore, as 
most probable, this section will not assist the owner of 
lost circular notes, he has no remedy at law.. There can 
be no doubt but that, so far as this section is concerned, 
it is immaterial whether the instrument is lost or 
destroyed. 

So far we have only dealt with the judgment 
in this case; but the further question remains—Whe- 
ther the owner of circular notes, either lost or de- 
stroyed, has any remedy in equity, assuming that he has 
no remedy at law? We have already noticed the juris- 
diction exercised by equity before the passing -of the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854. That jurisdiction 
was usually exercised in favour of persons who wished to 
sue upon instruments upon which a right of action had 
accrued due. There seems, however, no reason what- 
ever why the same jurisdiction should not now be exercised 
by the Court of Chancery to prevent the loss of an in- 
strument being set up as a defence, although tlie action 
is not, technically speaking, founded upon the instru- 


ment. Precisely the same reason exists in each case for 


the interference of the Court. In each case there is no 
remedy at law, simply because the courts of law have no 
machinery (apart from the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854), to compel the plaintiff to give an indemnity, 


The result of this examination of the position of a per- 


son who has lost circular notes, not signed by him, 


is this—if the notes are not destroyed, his only Bi 


remedy, if any, is in equity, unless section 87 of the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, applies, and we have 
already stated our reasons for thinking that this section 
would not apply in such a case. If the notes are de- 
stroyed, the same result probably follows, although this 


has not yet been decided, If there is no remedy at law a 


for the loser of circular notes, it is probable, although 
this also has not yet been decided, that the Court of 
Chancery will give precisely the same relief to him as 
used, before the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, to be 
given to the loser of any ordinary negotiable instro- 
ment, 








COURTS. 
LORD CHANCELLOR. 


Jan. 11.--Attorney-General v. ae pee official as- - 
signee not entitled to retain fees, paid since the Bankruptey —— 
Act, 1861, but accrued in respect of work donepreviously, 


i 


where the work in question was done by official assig 
he had succeeded in office—This was a moti 
G. J. Graham, one of the official assignees of 
Bankruptcy, might be ordered to pay into the 
trar’s account a certain sum received him ‘since 
coming into operation of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, as fee 
ed in respect of work done prior to that date, 


i 
: 
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money had been paid into court by Mr. Graham. 
The question arose in this way. Mr. Graham 

of the official assignees of the Court of B 

time when the Bankruptcy Act of 1861 came into 

(the 11th of October, 1861): prior to this Act the 
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were paid by certain percentages, under the pro- 
| pe en ye 
t 1861, e rs nen! 
framed, introduced the system now in force for on 
qmuncration of official assignees. by which they ara remu- 
merated by a fixed salary, with certain allowances for 
«lerks, &c , and are required to make stated returns of the 
fees received by them to the Chief Registrar. The 230th 
gection of the Act of 1861 provided that the repeal of the 
old provisions of the Act of 1854 should uot affect any pro- 
weeding or any right that had arisen in respect of anythin: 
prior to the commencement of the later Act. It appea 
that Mr. Graham had received certain fees paid alter the 
Lth of October, 1861, but which had been actually earned 
before the Act came into operation, in bankruptcies 
which had commenced prior to that date. As to part of 
these fees, they had accrued in respect of duties perfoi med 
by Mr. Graham personally, and as. to the remainder, the 
duties in respect of which the fees had accrued, had been 
ed by certain other official assignees to whom, sub- 
sequently to the 11th of October, 1861, he had succeeded 
in office. It was this latter sum that was in question before 


the Court. 

The Solicitor-General (H. BD. Miller with him) for the Chief 
Registrar, moved that the sum in question (which had been 

id into court by Mr. Graham) should be paid into the 

i -General’s account, and left the costs in the dis- 
cretion of the Court, and contended that Mr. Graham could 
not be allowed to say, ‘‘ Pay me, and I will account with 
wy predecessors.” 

Kay, Q.C., and Bagley, for Mr. Graham, contended that as 
the sum in question accrued for work done before the Act, 
and the usage h:d been for each official assignee to receive 
the fees accruing for the work done by those whom he had 
succeeded, he was the person to receive this sum, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, without hearing a reply, said no 
doubt Mr. Graham had acted perfectly bond fide, but he 
had taken a mistaken view of the case. The question here 
‘was not as to his claim in respect of the work performed 
by himself, but as to that performed by other official assig- 
mees. He could not be allowed to retain the fees for the 
work performed by them. It might be hard that he should 
ihave incurred any ibility on those bankruptcies, but 
ithe effect of the Act could not be avoided, and it was 
*nough to say that he must not retain the fees in respect 
of the work done by his predecessors. © 

As to the costs, considering that there must have been 
an application to get the money out of court, he would 


@nly say that he could not allow any costs to him, 


tors for the Chief Registrar, Aldridge, Bromley, 


&Thorn, 

Solicitor for Mr. Graham, J. R. Chidley. 

Jan, 15.—Re Peto, Betts, § Crampton.—Change of official 
ages this case the bankruptcy had been transferred 
! the list of Commissioner Holroyd to that of Commis. 
‘sioner Winslow, and for the sake of convenience it was de- 
tired to substitute for Mr. Watkins, the official assignee under 
Commissioner Holroyd, and substitute an official assignee- 

Commissioner Winslow, 
A. G. Marten moved accordingly, and explained that the 
paige} was made to the Lord Chancellor, as Lord Chan- 
, and not under his Lorship’s jurisdiction of review in 
matters in Bankruptcy, He referred to sections 38 and 42 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1849. 
Order accordingly. 


Jan. 16.—Goldsmid v, Tunbridge Wells Improvement Com- 
Migsioncrs.— Application to suspend sequestration—In this, 
ease (reported 14 W. R. 562) the Lords Justicesin March, 1866, 
had affirmed an order of the Master of the Rolls for an in- 
tion restraining the defendants from allowing sewage to flow into 
the Calverley Brook, near Tunbridge Wells, so as injuriously 
to affect the water of the brook as it flowed through the 
plaintiffs land. . Since then a sequestration had issued against 
the defendants. 

. Pearson, Q.C., (Mander with him), asked to have the seques- 
suspended. The Commissioners had done everything 

their power to obtain a proper scheme by which the sewage 
torily dealt with, 

they had consulted eminent engineers, who had furnished 
ahem with schemes. One difficulty which they had to 
@ncounter was the ccnflicting desires of the inhabi- 
fants of the northren and southern valleys of the 
Alistrict. They had petitioned the Home Secretary 


under the late Sewage Utilization Act, for the Je 
referred to in the Act. Originally they had intended ; 
to Parliament for a private Act, but, f I 
vided a machi for ng.t alloc boards that wish 
they themselves desired, they availed 
i Tn the meantime notice of 
aving beea served on their bankers and their , the 
could literally do nothing for their district while the seques 
tration subsisted, ‘The Court was therefore asked to suspe 
the sequestration until the Home Secretary’s reply sh 
ee aoaltey OC Rensha hl oonat hs npglisd- ¥ 

Baggallay, - (Renshaw with him), op ; 
tion. An offer had been made to the Commissi and de- 
clined by them, to continue the sequestration, and let the 
present application stand over until the Home Secretary should 
have approved the scheme of the Commissioners, 

Pearson, Q.C., urged that the Commissioners liad but one 
object, the welfare of the district, While the sequestration 
continued the Commissioners were unable even to pay their 
penne, and the men at the gasworks, Might they not 
ne allowed to pay the necessary local expenses out of the 
rate. Re 

Baggallay, Q.C., replied that to allow that would be to 
take all the strength out of the sequestration. 

Lory CaHEetmsrorp said he did not see how he could, 
pending the application to the Home Secretary, suspend the 
sequestratious Of courso there was the most perfect 
bona fides on both sides, but non constat that the Home 
Secretary would approve of the Commissioners’ “scheme. 
Unless, therefore, they would accept the offer which had been 
made, he must dismiss the application with costs. 

. It was then arranged that the applicotion should stand 
over until the second seal day after this Term, the Com- 
missioners paying the costs. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
(Before Lorp Catrns, L,J.) 

Jan, 14.—Bovill v. Hitchcock.—The question whether or no 
tn @ patent case in Chancery questions of fact should be tried 
by a jury is a question for the judge upon the particular circum- 
stances of wh case.—This was: an appeal from an order of 
the Master of the Rolls refusing an application by the defen- 
dant in this suit (one of the numerous suite instituted by 
Mr. Bovill for the protection ofhis patents for improvements 
in the manufacture of flour) that the trial of certain issues 
of fact, ia respect of which his Lordship had already ordered 
that the evidence in chief should be taken rivd voce at the 
hearing, should take place before his Lordship'with 
assistance of a jury. * i 

Little, Q.C., and North {for the appellant, contended that, 
inasmuch as under the old practice of the Court of Chancery 
a patentee was always required to establish his patent at law, 
which involved a trial of questions of fact by a jury, the 
defendant in a patentee'’s suit was, notwith: ng 
provisions of 25 & 26 Vic. ¢.42, 6. 1 (SirJ. Rolt's Act), im- 
posing on the Court of Chancery the duty of 
questions of law, entitled as a matter of right to have the 
questions of fact arising upon the patent tried: by a jury. 
They also urged that there were questions of fact arising in 
the present case which, notwithstandiog the 
gation which has taken place upon this patent, never 

et been submitted to @ jury,and that the Master of the 
Rolls had in another case on the same patent expressed 
himself strongly in favour of the plaintiff. 

Baggallay Q. , and F, Harrison for the respondent, were 
not catled upon. : 

Lord'Catnys thought that the effect of Sir J. Rol’'s Act 
was to throw on the Conrt of Chancery the duty of deciding 
legal questions, but that that duty was to be peer 
cording to the ordinary practice of the Court, No 
right was given to the pariies to demand <i ae 

to his Lordship to be a fallacy to say 


! 


the old practice the Conrt raat in patent cases the 
verdict of a jury. What the Court did Tae 
which the Court of Chancery had then no ee 
ae S Socidistin Wk io of . ge baal 
of the proceedings at law. It a # 

E s L ba A 
whether there should or should not be a jury adh. be 
termined upon the facts of each particular case. 
regard to the argument that the Master of the Rolls had 





judgment of a Court of law upon a question 
y an nomen 
therefore, to 
Lordship that under the present the 
already expressed an opinion in favour of the patent, that 
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would be an argument for the case not being heard by him 
at all which, however, was not the pre-ent application. 
The Master of the Kolls’ attention had been called to what 
he had said in favour of this patent in the ious case, 
and, notwithstanding that, his Lordship (the Master of the 
Rolls) thought that this case could be conveniently tried 
before himself without a jury, Except cn this ground it 
had not been argned that the case could be determined 
better with the aid of a jury than without. Though he 
entertained very great respect for the institution of the 
trial by jury, yet his experience in patent cases led him to 
think that many points in those cases could be better de- 
terniined by a judge without the aid of a ju He should 
always be unwilling to interfere with the discretion of a 
primury judge as to a trial to take placebefore himself, unless 
there was a very strong reason for doing so. The appeal 
must be dismissed with costs. 

In the course of the hearing of the cases of Penn v, Jack 
and Penn vy, Bibby before Lord Chelmsford last year, the 
Lord Chancellor more than once took occasion to express 
his sense of what he considered the inconvenience of trying 
such questions in Chancery without a jury.—Ep S.J 

COMMON PLEAS, 
(Sittings in Banco, Hilary Term, before Bovirt, C,J., and 
Wires, Kearina, and Situ, JJ.) 

Jan. 15,—Bradlaugh v. De Rin—Stamp on bill of ex- 
ehange—Onus probandi.—This was an action on certain bills of 
exchange, drawn in France and accepted in England. A 
verdict had been found for the plaintiff, leave being givea 
to move to enter the verdict for the defendant on tho 
ground that the plaintifi’s contract was for a good endorse- 
ment, whereas the last endorsement was in fact bad, 

Keane, Q.C., now moved accordingly. He also raised 
the point, that though the bills appeared to have adhesive 
stamps upon them, as by law required, yet there was no 
evidence when those stamps were attached. 

The Court granted a rule nisi upon the first point, but 
refused it on the second, on the ground that it was for the 
defendant to prove that the bills had been insufficiently 
stamped, they appear:ng now to be properly stamped, 


COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 

Jan, 15.—Chard v. Chard—Lost will.—In this case a will 
had been taken to a solicitor's office for probate; the 
managing clerk, now dead, lost or mislaid it, and it had 
mever been found. It had, however, been engrossed on 
parchment for probate, and the engrossment was pro- 
pounded, The will was executed in June, 1862, 

Searle, for the plaintiff. 

The facts that the wiil was in existence when the testatrix 
died, that an unsuccessful search nad been made for it, 
and that the engrossment was a correct copy, haying been 
proved, 

The Covrr pronounced for the will as contained in the 
engrossment, 


LIVERPOOL COURT OF PASSAGE. 


(From the Liverpool Mercury.) 

On Friday, Jan 4, the recently-appointed Assessor of the 
Court of P; e, A. Pickering, Esq., Q. C., was formally 
installed in that office, About ten o’clock in themorning his 
‘Worship the Mayor (Edward Whitley, Esq., solicitor) left the 
Town Hall, being atterded by the corporate officials with 
the mace and other municipal regalia, and thence pro- 
ceeded to the nisi prius court, St. George’s Hall... There 
‘was a large attendance at the court in anticipation of the 
ceremony, and 36 members of the bar were present, besides 
a considerable number of attorneys, A deputation from the 
Liverpool Law Society attended, being accompanied by 
the president of the society Mr. James Thornely. 

The Assessor haviog taken his place on the bench, 

The Mayor, addressing him, said—tI have the pleasure 
in my capacity of mayor to tender to you my sincere and 
hearty congratulations upon the honour you have received 
in being appointed Assessor of the Court of Passage. The 
office you have been called upon to fulfil is one ‘of no little 
importance, Your immediate predecessors in this office 
‘were two of the most able and distinguished members of 
the bar—one, the late Mr. Justice Crompton, who, without 
disparagement to any other judge, was one of the most 
able commercial lawyers that have adorned the judicial) 





bench ; the other, the distinguished advocate the 
bar of the northe n circuit even now 1 Tn sucesed: 
ing to the post which they fulfilled you will succeed 10 an 

office of the very highest importance ; but we believe that 


the Government, in appointing you, have selected a Png 


man, who in addition toan accurate knowledge of the 
possesses that fir , that decision, that 
which are} so necessary to the due discharge of 
functions; and I can only express my earnest hope 
you may be spared many years to preside over the ; 
berations of this court ; that you will continue in that 
tion to deserve the confidence which the members 


bar have at present towards you; that you 
you will 
Court 





not only to deserve their confidence, but that 
deserve the confidence of the public, and that this 
may maintain that prestige which it has hitherto maintained, 
I wish you, sir, for many years to come, happindss in the 
position which you have been called upon to fulfil, 
Mr. Lrorric TeMPir, on behalf of the members of the 
bar, said—Mr. Assessor, on the part of the bar I have te 
congratulate you ontheposition youhave now attained, and} 
havetosay at the sametime, we hope thatasithas beenin one 
instance, and most probably would have been in the othey 
had not the late Assessor died so suddenly, it may be a step. 
ping stone to a further and a higher position. From our 
knowledge of you we all know how efficiently the paras 
of this court will be conducted, and from our knowledge 
you we all know how courteous and how forbearing Fs 
will always be with the bar who practise before you. We; 
as the bar, I beg to assure you, will do everything in our 
power that can be done to {acilitat + business ; ‘and in sa 
that, sir, I believe] have said all that my learned 
would wish me to say on the subject. 
Mr. James THornevy, the president of the Law 
said—I have the honour, Mr. Assessor, to appear on 
of the Liverpool Law Society and the attorneys of Liverpool 
toconvey theircongratulationsand good wishes to youon your 
appointment as assessor of the Court of Passage. I amdes 
sired to express to you the hope and confidence which they 
feel that your appointment will resalt not — in advantage | 
to the suitors of the town, but that it will be a soarece of — 
satisfaction to yourself and all who are connected with thy — 
court. We are aware, sir, that no legal advantages, no. 
richness, I may say, of the raw materials of actons, causes. 
of actions, or good juries, would of themselves make a good — 
court or assure its continuance, Itis to the learned gentlemen, 
your predecessors on thebench, aud to the strong and efficient 
bar which has always attached itself to this court, that this 
Court of Passage majnta'ns the pre-eminence it has he 
amongst the local courts of the country.. Sir, on behalf 
the Attorneys of Liverpool I beg to tender you our cordial 
congratulations and good wishes. (Hear, hear.) L 
The learned Assxssor, in reply, said—Mr, Mayor and 
members of the corporation, I heg to tender you my beak 
thanks for the kind and flattering manner in whic ¥ 
have offered your congratulations on this occasion, and thi 
mode in which you have introduced me to this court, . 
is indeed a privilege of which anyone may be justly 
to be associated in intimate relations with yor 
in the office you so ably fill, and the members of sod 
tinguished a body as the corporation of Liverzool. 
interests of Liverpool-are so intimately connected wi 
interests of the nation at large that the Me gt of t 
one is necessarily involved in the other; and I feel on 


part most deeply convinced that nothing can do jy: 
promote those interests or to promote that prosper 
a pure and efficient administration of justice, Mr, 
and my brethren at the bar, I beg to thank you most sim> 
cerely for the very kind reception you have given me Om 
this my appearance before you in this ben ra j 
most readily take advantage of this opportunity express 
ing the deep regret which I, in common with you all, have 
felt in the loss which not only the northérn Cirouit but the 
whole profession has sustained, in the death of our frit 
the late Mr. Edward James, (Hear, hear.) I can only ex 
a hope that by the faithful and conscientious dise 
charge of the duties of my office I may have the good for 
tune to obtain the good opinion and the confidence of the 


bar, which I assure you no one can more heartily value than 


myself. Mr. Thornely and gentlemen of tho Law 


I ‘cannot sufficiently thank you for the ‘ry kind congratt» — 


lations which you have offered me upon this occasion. 1 isto 
you—if there is any body of men whose co-operation’ id the. 
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tion of justice is of the greatest importance it is the 
peiety of which you and your brethren are the distinguished 
qembers—It isto you and the juries of Liverpool, who for 
and the faithful discharge of their duties are un- 
ied in the world, that the merchants of this great town 
gre mainly indebted for the maintenance and preservation of 
qheir commercial rights ; and I feel assured that whilst those 
qwho-are entrusted with the administration of “justice are as- 
by your knowledge, ability, and energy, they may be en- 
ad to render the exercise of their jurisdiction more efficient, 
thus promote and secure the best interests of the com- 
‘munity at Jarge. I thank you all. 
The business of the court was then proceeded with. 
Tue Cause List. 

The list was an unusually heavy one, owing toa great number 
of the causes entered for hearing at the last sitting of the court 
being made remanets wheg intelligence was received of the 
death of the late-Assessor. There were two writs of trial, 22 
remanets, 79 issues, one special case, one demurrer, oue special 
argument, and four writs of inquiry before the registrar, 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Promissory Nore. 

Sir,—I shall feel much obliged by any reader informing 
me whether the following instrument is good as a promissory 
note, and the money now payable, or whether it is ambigu- 
ous and void as such, on account of its possible payment from 
a particular fand. G. 8. J. 


“TA. B., owner of Blackacre, promise to pay C. D. £100 
and interest at £4 per cent., and I authorise C. D., in the 
event of the above sum not being paid by next March four 

, to receive it from the rent of Blackacre. 
£100. Sept. 1, 1866. Me: 


2 
$ 





Owner of Blackaere. 





JopGeEs’ CHAMBERS. 
ir,—You are no doubt aware that within the last few 
ths a new rule has been made to the effect, “ that all affi- 
filed at the judges’ chambers shall within a specified 
qumber of days be taken by the proper officer to the Rule 
Office, where ~ may be searched for upon payment of a fee 
his, of course, will be very beneficial to 
the “revenue,” but I am afraid most “ disastrous ” to the pro- 


_ fession, for the cld adage “that between two stools you come to 


thé ground,” has never been better illustrated, for now the affi- 
Te envene to be lost in their transit from the judges’ 
¢hambers to the Rule office; at all events, if they are applied 
brat the judges’ chambers, you are told they have been sent 
to the Rule office, and upon paying your sixpence, and 
garching there, you are politely informed they have not been 
#nt over, and so on from pillar to post: at least, I have 
found it so in several instances, and have been delayed many 
and in one case an affidavit was filed on the 24th of 

ber, and cannot be found upto the present time. 

As this mode of doing business is the cause of very great in- 
<mvenience and delay, I trust you will consider it of sufficient 
importance for insertion in your valuable columns. 

Tuomas WuiTWELL. 

1, King’s Arms-yard, Moorgate-street. 

e profession will thank Mr. Whitwell for calling attention 


- tothis‘abuse, which most certainly demands correctlon.— Ed. 





ri 
Brit oF Saez. 


Will one of your subscribers oblige me with an answer to the 
dllowing question ? A. gives to B..a bill of sale on his house- 
hold furniture, duly registered, &c., furniture remaining at A.’s 
®etidence, and B. taking no possession. On A.’s bankruptey 


: what title has B., in respect of the furniture, &c., as against 


theassignees of A., ani would there be any difference if B. had 
Rominally taken possession of the goods by leaving the bill of 
tale with some one on the premises,—say A’s wife or servant, 
Tegard being had to the law as to reputed ownership and order 
and disposition ? E. R. WALMSLEY, 





Tax Jvupicra, ComMMirrer oF THE Privy Councin.—The 
Committee of the Privy Council will recommence thei 
on Satuaday the Ist of February next. 





ey APPOINTMENTS. ©. © ‘The 
Mr, James Henny byrne Baritr-eta, red 
en appointed to succeed Mr. as magistrate of the» 
Greenwich Police Court. Mr. Patteson is the 


the late Right Hon... Sir. John Patteson,. of Eoin Gor, 


Devon (who was for many years a judge of the Court 
Bench); by Frances Duke, daughter of the late James 

Esq., of Ottery ‘St. Mary, Devon; he is therefore a of 
the Right Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge, late judge of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and a cousin of John Duke a 
Eeq., QC, M.P. He was-called to the Bar at the M 
Temple in January, 1853, and has been a member of the 
Northern Circuit. Mr. Patteson married, in 1860, 

Anne, daughter of the late Rev. T, H. Walker, Vicar of 
Bickleigh, Devon; 


Mr. Hueu Deny, Solicitor, Darlington, has been appointed. 
Town Clerk of that newly incorporated Borough, 

Mr. Watter Pierce, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been ap 
pointed a Perzetual Commissioner for Taking the Acknowledg- 
ments of Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. Rozert WHeeEter, Solicitor, of Cheltenham, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to Administer Oaths in 
in England. 

Mr: James Branp Bretton, of $2, Great trects 
Westminster (solicitor), has been appointed a com- 
missioner to administer oaths in Chancery. __ , j 

Ma. Rosert Moov, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, of. Lincoln's 
inn, late Fellow of Queen’s College, has been elected an 
honorary fellow of that college. 








SCOTLAND. 





CoxtemPLaTeD Law AMENDMENTS,—We understand that 
at the annual meeting of the Faculty: of Advocates, held om 
Wednesday, the Lord Advocate announced his attention of in- 
troducing iuto Parliament a bill for the consolidation of the 
conveyancing statutes, another lating to the law of prescrip- 
tion, and a third for regulating the procedure of the Court of 
Session. With reference to the last, his Lordship stated that 
while he deemed it proper to lay his bill on the table of the 
honse before submitting it for the consideration of the faculty, 
he should be glad to receive any suggestions which members 
of the faculty might have to offer— Edinburgh Courant. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENT’S DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution on ‘Tuesday last the following: 
jurisprudential question was discussed :—“ Is.it desirable that 
the Law should be amended so as to provide that a Native. 
Englishman who becomes nationalised in a 
should cease to be an English subject?” The was 
opened by Mr. J. Bradford, and, after a prolonged discussion; 
it was.carried in the affirmative. : 








Snort Szssi0on.—The fifth session of the fifth Parliament 
the colony of Victoria lasted rather less than three-quarters 
hour. The Parliament, having been. prorogued on the 
November, was convened on the 25th for the pee of ral 
ing to an address to his Royal Highness the of 
burgh, presently expected. No other business was done ones 
passing a bill to continue the operations of the Séab Act. 
Excellency the Governeo, who had opened the session with 
short vice-regal speech, remained in an adjoining chamber 
is the debate, and then re-entered to give the assent to 
© bill.— Times. it 

| Fup Case or Mr. Sipney.—It is stated that the Benchers 
were engaged in their meeting on Saturday last in 
the. painful circumstances: connected with the pecuniary tra 
actions of Mr. Sidney, which were disclosed in the recent 
of Harris v. Bagot in the Court of Common Pleas. Some 
ference of opinion existed as to the course which 1 be 
adopt2d in consequence, or whether there should be any action on 
the part of the Benchers pending the re-trial of the ° 
case, but it was ultimately resolved that Chief Justice Monahan’ 
be requested to furnish a copy of the evidence given “6 Mr. 
Sidney atthe trial, and that that gentleman be 

to offer any explanation at the close of the term.— 
News Letter. 
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NEW SCALE OF COUNTY COURT COSTS 
Appended to the New County Court Rules just issued. 


A Scare or Costs axp CuarGes TO BE PAID TO CouNsEL 
AND ATTORNEYS IN ACTIONS, AS WELL BETWEEN Partr 
ax) PARTY AS BETWKEN- ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 





Letter before action 
Ins‘ructions to sue or defend 


Perusing deeds and docu- | 


ments when long, not ex- 
COOP Ng ss 6... 005 .0i00s 
Attendance and “entering 
laint, including particu- 
ars and copies, “such par- 
ticulars and copies being 
signed by the attorney ... 
Preparing affidavit and filing, 
including notice of mode 
in which payment will be 
accepted 


Copy and service of sum. 
mons, if served by plain- 
tiff, his attorney, or clerk, 
or servant of either of 
them, within two miles 
of the plaec of business 
of the plaintiff or attorney 

If beyond that distance 
additional for every mile, 
but not to exceed ten 
miles ...... 

Affidavit of service with copy 
of summons annexed 

Attending to file affidavit 
of service, including en- 
pti Be up judgment by de- 

N.B. The total amount 
of these items where ap- 
plicable to be entered on 
the summons ........ 

Attending lodging judge’s 
order, and preparing state- 
ment of cause of action or 
defence, including copies, 
and lodging same with re- 
gistrar, if signed by attor- 
ney (sections 7 and 10 of 
“The County Courts Act, 
1867 ”) 

Examining and taking wi- 
nutes of evidence of each 
witness afterwards allowed 
by the judge beh 

If more than six folios, 
every additional folio 
(whether counsel employed 
or not) .. 

Drawing brief for counsel per 
folio 


Copy brief, per folio, aud ne- 
cessary documents to ac- 
company same 

— counsel there- 

If ) tale with connsel 
allowed, appointing it and 
attending counsel 

Fee to counsel and clerk, sum 
paid not exeeeding......... 

Fee to counsel and clerk, on 
conference 

Attending court on trial, with 
counsel,..... iindne'ey 


In Actions 
of Devt 
or Contract 
exceeding 
£20, 


In Actions In Actions 
under secs. 
ih and 12 
Damages | of “The 
recovered | County 
Courts Act, 
1867.” 














‘ey 5 
6 
+ 


1 











Attending court aud conduct- 
ing cause, where no counsel 
employed 

Where judgment is deferred, 
uttending court to hear it 

Plans and models where ne- 
cessary for use at hearing, 
by special order on taxa- 
tion, not exceeding 

Witnesses’ expenses, accord- 
ing to scale in force 

Attending taxing costs 


Occasional Costs. 


Notice to produce, notice to 
admit—notice of epplica- 
tion for 4 new trial, or to 
set aside proceedings—in- 
cluding copies or duplicate 
originals and service—and 
notice of special defence | 
and copies, including par- | 
ticulars, and copies in cases | 
of set-off, and attending re- | 
gistrar of the court there- 
with, such notices, particu- 
Jars, and copies being | 
signed by the attorney ... 

On receipt of notice to pro- | 
duce or admit or to answer | 
interrogatories, perusing | 
same, and advising thereon 

All applications and motions, 
or attending court to an- 
swer applications and mo- 
tiuns under Sections 50, 51, 
52, and 53 of “ The Com- 
mon Law Procedure Act, 
1854” 

Drawing interrogatories and 
answer thereto under sec- 
tion 51 of Jast Act 

If more than five folios, 
| eee? ae Oe 

Attending examination under 
section 63 of last Act 

Attending siete docu- 
MENES ...reccerrerenennecce 

Mileage, one way, from 
the attorney’s place of 
business to place of inspec- 
tion of documents, for each 
mile, not excecding, unless 
by special order of judge, 
in tle whole 20 miles 

All necessary affidavits, not 
exceeding five folios, in- 
cluding tiling, each....... ee 

For every additioual folio .. 

Oath; sun paid 

Attending court for an order 
to bring up a prisoner to 
give evidence 

Attending conrt to support 
or oppose motion for new 
trial, or motion to set 
aside proceedings, or mo- 
tion for a change of venue, 
including instructions, or 
any other necessary at- 
tendance, where no ‘oun- 
sel employed ... 

Attending in the last-men- 
tioned cases with counsel . 
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msaranraaemnateneeener 9s Se 
” | In Actions | In Actions 
In Actions = of Tort, junder ses, 
of Debt | whee. | Il and i2 ef Debt 
| or Contract Damages | of * The 
exceeding | recovered County 
| £20. exceed Courts Act, £20. 
£20, 1867.” : 
| 2 8b) 2 6d. £a0./£ 2°44) £ 8, & 

Fee to counsel and clerk in attorney, or of an attorney 
such cases sum paid (not } on attending reference, si.all 
exceeding) bin ebie sal 24 6 2 4 6/3 6 6 | not be allowed without the 

All necessary applications order of the judge ; nor shall 
and motions to the court the costs of more than one 
not otherwise provided tor, ; sitting be allowed without 
including instructions and the order of the judge. 
all attendances........-...... — ais 018 4 

Attorney’s travelling ex- New Trial. 

| 
sgh tgyeete seen Costs to we allowed = the 
miles, per mile ........ 0 10:03 01010 aie bonny as on the ori- 

Where in the opinion of the —— 
registrar he cannot return | 
he same night, in addi- Costs ox APreats. 
tion to the above mileage. | 111 6 111 6}|1 11 6! Preparing notice of appeal, 

Any attendance at the office including copics and. ser- 
of the registrar, or any at- OR id <td nonle<cdda cs nnd von 050'0 6 0);0l0 6 
tendance upon the oppo- Paying money iuto court as 
site party, which the regis- deposit on appeal, includ- 
trar may, upon taxation, ing notice aud service 
think was necessary ...../0 2 4'0 83 4103 4 ChOTOOL ine. .cvencsscebeetsitn’ 03 0;03 0\|0 3 @ 

All costs for letters, and for Notice of nature and parti- 
searches for certificates of culars of proposed seeu- 
births, marriages, and rity, including arn and 
deaths, which the registrar serVic@........ 059°0 6 0 5 0 
may upon taxation think Notice of court to which ap- 
necessary, such sum as peal to be made ... ww. | 0 8 0,0 8 O10 3 Oo 
the registrar shall decm Preparing case, including p: 
reasonable. copies ...... 010 0/010 0;1 1.0 

Fees and copies; sum paid. Attending judge to. sign, of 

All necessary copies, per to settle and sign ...,..... 06 8/0 6 8);0 6 8 
folio ......... sercccsscsceseres | O 0 4,0 0 4!0 0 41 Transmitting and depositing 

copies of case to party, and 
Case. with registrar ....... coccveee | O 5S 0} 0.5 O01 Oo 

Drawing case, per folio ...... — — 0 1 O | Transmitting case and copies 

Perusing and settling cuse to court of appeal, including 
prepared by the other party notice thereof to succoss- 
in action, per folio ......... —_ —_ 0 0 6 fal party .. secre | 0 7 010 7 0)0 2 oe 

Drawing briels for counsel to Application to judge for 
AFYUC CABLE  ...eeees eres etees ~ os te a leave to proczed on the 

Attending counsel with brief | — — 0 3 4 judgment ............05-.0000 05 0/0 6 010 7 0 

Fee to counsel upon brief, - Depositing order of Court 
sum paid not exceeding... _ — 3°38 6 of Appeal, including no- 

Attending court when coun- tice and service thereof... |} 0 3.4/0 3.4/0 6.8 

her employed ies — — ' eo : bra 
tending court when coun- * Where a new trial takes place in 

is pursuance of the directions 
sel not empluyed....1..ss..- ee we 015 © | of the Court of Appeal, the costs of such new ie porvvthond 
. allowed on the same seale as in the case of a new trial gran’ 

Costs 4 th Do os dn i by the judze of the county court, 

Attorney for  attendin 
court where no coun Actions under section 2 of “\ The County Courts Act, 1867," 
employed....... 015 0'015 0/015 0 where sum claimed exceeds 40s.and docs not exceed £20. 

Attending with counsel ...... 010 0/010 0/013 4 Ze d. 

Refresher fee to counsel and Prepari:.g affidavit, swearing, and filing, including 
ade Ee Tee Weayeres ase io €13.80.6113 -3:8 notics of mode in which peyment will be ac- 

Witnesses’ expenses, same as RAGA. 0 bice0d sncdboheasonenscebbedie® Meee F 05 o> 
on trial. Copy and service of summons, if served by plaintiff, 

oe his attorney, or clerk, or servant, or either of 
Arbitration. them, within two miles of the a ‘of business ¢. 

Attending reference without | the pl: aintiff or attorney ....eceeenreree _ 0 & & 
counsel, for each sitting... | 1 0 0 1 0 0/1 0 O If beyond that distance additional for every 

—s reference, with n mile, but-not to exceed 10 miles.......... ecuvegmaend 00.6 

re ee iboats sail Cadierelibs Affidavit of service, with copy of summons annexed, 
hours, for every additional agp to ae and entering up judgment hy. de> 

~~ J Re 06 8 0 6 8 0 6 8 fault ane cccnece”*ébesieubdad e dlddhcacdaenebehebull 0 6 8 

Fee to counsel and ‘clerk, N.B- The costs in every cause shall, upon the above scale, 
‘for each ee sum paid abide the event, unless the judge shall make some 
“not exceeding... ........::. | 2 4 6/2 4 6)2 4 6 order with reference to euch costs of any part thereof. : 


Witnesses’, pean sae 
as on trial. 
Note.—Cost of covnsc] and 
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A Senne or Costs AND CHARGES TO BE PAID TO CouNsEL 


AND ATrTorNeYs 1N EquitaBLe Matrers oNDER “ THE 
County Courts Act, 1865,” anp “ Tue Couxtr Courts 


Acr, 1867.” 





Cower Scale 
not exceed- 
ing £100, 


Higher 
Sca 


le 
above £100 





Instructions to sue or defend 

Application for substituted service or 
service out of England ....... waopess Bibl 

Service sum allowed by judge. 

Drawing plaint, or petition, or state- 
ment by defendant, or preparing in- 
structions for counsel to draw the 
same, and attendance therewith ... 

Fee to counsel and clerk therewith 

Attendance, and filing plaiut, petition, 
admission, or statement 

Every copy of plaint, petition, admis 
sion, or statement 

Examining and taking minutes of evi- 
dence of each witness afterwards 
allowed by the judge (whether coun- 
sel employed or not) 

If above six folios, allowed on tax- 
ation for every additional folio 

Drawing brief for counsel, per folio 

Copy brief, per folio, and necessary do- 
cuments to accompany same 

Attending counsel therewith 

Fee to counsel and clerk, sum paid not 
exceeding 

If conference with counsel allowed, ap- 
pointing it and attending counsel 

Fee to counsel and clerk, on conference 

Attending court on trial, with counsel 

Attending court and conducting cause, 
where no counsel employed 

Where judgment is deferred, pee 
court to hear it . 

Plans and models, ‘where ‘necessary for 
use at hearing, by special order on 
taxation, not exceeding 

Witnesses’ expenses, according to scale 
in force. 

Attending taxing costs 


Occasional Costs. 

Lodging order of transfer 

Notice to produce, notice to admit—no- 
tice of application for a new trial, or 
to set aside proceedings—including 
copies or duplicate originals and ser- 
vice, and attending registrar of the 
court therewith, such notices and 
copies being signed by the attorney 

On receipt of notice toproduce or admit, 
perusing same, and advising thereon 

Attending inspecting decumenits ....... ws 

Mileage, one way, from the attor- 
ney’s place of business to place of in- 
spection of documents, for each mile, 
not exceeding, unless by special order 
of judge, in the whole 20 miles 

All necessary affidavits, not exceeding 
five folios, including filing, each 

For every additional folio 

Oath (sum paid) 

Attending court to support or oppose 
any ~ casprtie or motion without 
counse 

Attending in the jast-mentioned cases 
with counsel 

Fee to counsel and clerk not " exoveding 

Preparing admission by defendant 

Attorney's travelling expeuses to attend 
court, one way, not exceeding 20 
miles, per mile 

If above 20 miles, actual cost, 

Where in the opinion ef the registrar he 





£84. 
010 0 


0 4 





. da 
15 0 
0 


@ oc oce o f+. COS @ 








cannot return the same night, in addi- 
tion to the above mileage .... 

Any attendance on the registrar, or be- 
fore an examiner, or any attendance | 
upon the opposite party, whieh the 
registrar may, iti taxation, think | 
was necessary.. 

When the attendance i is : longer than one 
hour, then for every additional hour 
or part of an hour.. «| 

All costs for letters, and for searches for 
certificates of births, marriages and 
deaths which the registrar may, upon 
taxation, think necessary, such sum" 
as the registrar shal] deem reasonable 

Fees and copies (sum paid). 

Drawing accounts and other documents 
not included in the foregoing costs, 
but allowed upon taxation of costs to 
be necessary, per folio 

For perusing and adapting old abstracts 
of title, per three sheets 

Drawing abstracts of additional | deeds 
and documents, per sheet 

For preparing conditions and contracts 
of sale, and fair copy, per folio 

Where condition and contract are not 
submitted to counsel, in addition to 
the above there shall be allowed for 
perusing abstracts, every three sheets 

Where conditions and contracts are to be 
settled by counsel, instructions to 
counsel toaccompany abstract, and at- 
tendance therewith, or letter 

Fee to counsel clerk. 

Fair copies of abstracts of title or of 
accounts, documents, opinion of coun- 
sel, and of papers received from coun- 
sel, per folio 

Attending sale ....... 

Where by any proceeding taken by the 
opposite party it becomes necessary 
to advise or receive instruction from a 
client in the progress of a suit or 
matter, for each attendance 

Where in the course of a cause or matter 
a party suing or sued in a fiduciary 
or representative character neces- | 
sarily incurs costs not allowed upon | 
taxation between party and party, the 
registrar shall apply to the judge to 
allow such sums as he may think fit 
out of any funds in court applicable 
to that purpose. 

Attending taxing costs 

All necessary copies, per folio 

Office copies obtained from Court of 
Chancery (sum paid). 

Letter and messages .............:s000eseree 


Costs of THE Day ON ApJgouRN- 
MENT. 

Attending court where no counsel em- 
ployed... cakssenbecesseeces 

Attending ‘with counsel... 

Refresher fee to counsel and clerk not 
exceeding 

Witnesses’ expenses same as on trial. 


Costs on APPEAL. 
Preparing notice of appeal, including 
copies and service . . 
Preparing case, including copies. seceegee 
Attending judge to sign 
Attending judge in case of ti tees to 


Application to stay ‘proceedings . esedagvar 

























Lower Scale 


not exceed- 
ing £100. 


Scale 
above £100 





zs. 4. 
0 7 0 
0 7.0 


> oo peoa d. 
‘Transmitting case and copies, including 
notice, to successful party. . 
“Application; ‘to judge for leave to proceed 
~ on judgment seesie 
er decree or order of wees of 


05 0 


sooeee 





05 0 


02 0};0 40 


see eetees eeeeeereeees eeveee 











N.B.—The registrar is to tax the bills of costs upon the 
; lower scale when the subject matter of the suit or proceeding 
does not exceed £100, and up-n the ‘higher when it exceeds 

£100. 


, AScave or Costs AnD CHARGES TO BE PAID TO COUNSEL AND 
ATORNEYS, unDER “ Tug InpusTRIAL AND ProvipeEnt So- 
oretizs Act, 1262,” anp “ Tue Companres Act, 1867.” 
Attorneys shall be entitled to charge and be allowed in 
proceedings under “ The Industrial and Provident Societies 
Act, 1862,” and in proceedings transferred to a county court 
under “ The Companies Act,1867,” the same costs and charges 
as they would be allowed in the Court of Chancery, except 
that where the amount of the subscribed capital of the society 

or company shall not exceed £2,000, thcy shall be allowed 
such costs arid charges according to the lower scale authorised 
by the second rule of the 38th Consolidated General Orders of 
the Court of Chancery, 

We, George Lake Russell, John Bury . Dasent, John Worl- 
ledge, Rupert Alfred Kettle, and William Furner, being 
— of county courts appointed to frame rules and orders 

for regulating the practice of the courts, and forms of pro- 
ceedings therein, under the 32nd section of “The County 
Courts Act, 1856,” have, under the powers vested in us by the 
said Act, and by “The County Courts Act, 1865,” “ The 
County Courts Act, 1867,” and ‘“‘ The Companies Act, 1867,” 
ee framed the above scale of costs and charges to be paid to 
counsel and attorneys in the county courts, in lieu of all other 

seales of costs and charges whatsoever; ‘and we do hereby 





o > h @ 





















4; certify the same to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
0. G. L. Russet. 
; J. B. Dasenr. 
J. WoRLLEDGE, 
Rupert A. KeTre. 
WitiiaM Furner. 
4 I approve of these scales, to come into operation in all 
county courts on January I, 1868. 
CHELMSFORD, C. 
By rule 131, in taxing the costs incurred in the superio™ 
court previous to the transmission of the cause to the county 
court under section 7 or 10 of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, the regis- 
trar is to tax the same according to the scale of costs and fees 
in use in such superior court, the schedules of which are 
annexed. 
0. 
4 ScHEDULE oF Costs IN THE SUPERIOR CouRT’ or ComMON 
Law. 
@; Above £20.|Under £29. 
£64.) £8. a. 
Writs. 
0 MNO as condiggedog dco sconsvcecscessacie pO 8S 04:0! 38 1D 
0. Concurrent summons......... 0.10 0};0 7 6 
f Renewed summons ...... “3 010 0/0 7 6 
6. NM sidod’ sade sesnedecstubves iebeeves 012 6 _— 
i cncapden A ee sah adsowe Pen aedsesNNeN 010 0; — 
Z Wiatlta. i Ask deavecvraseanieees. 010 0 a 
‘ Special indorsements on: writs of sum- 
MOUS SeiSiee ies eid. t ieee st siren TO" SOR PORS 
0. Subpoona ad testificandum ........00000+ 070/;0 50 
=" Subpoena duces tecum ...ccerces--eeeeeeees 09 0/0 7 0 
0 If ig be folios, ree ct Led 
ate Meche sRs desde desbsben one 008/00 4 
: Copy and Service of Writs. 
‘ Of summons, the defendant being served 
in London, Middlesex, or Surrey, 











: 
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within two miles of the place of 
business of the attorney, for each 
GOIN © saienintavankannee seetepvechies 

If beyond that distance, additional for 
every mile, but in cases under £20, 
not to exceed ten miles...... deceeeved ons 

If the defendant should be served in 
any other county the same allowance, 
but the distance to be calculated 
from the office of the attorney em- 
ployed to effect service. 

Correspondent’s charges for service of 
writ, including affidavit of service, 
and exclusive of mileage, in cases 
in which the fixed sum for costs does 
not apply 

The like, tor service of subpconae . 

Extra for subpoenas duces tecum......... 

Notice of writ for service on a foreigner 
out of jurisdiction 

Agent’s charges, according to circum- 
stances, &c. 

In cases in which the defendant shall 
avoid service, and an order ‘shall be. 
made to proceed, a sum will be al- 
lowed for attendances to serve, ac- 
cording to circumstances. 

Of subpeena ad testificandum ...... 

Of subpoena duces tecum .oe:.....ssce0eses 


OOO e cere OOOO Oe see ee eee eer ee eene 


anne renee een teeneeeee 


; Instructions. 

Instructions to sue or defend, for 
pleadings, special affidavits, where 
allowed, and to counsel on fet: 
Matters .....+r0 soe eeeese 

To counsel in common matters. 

For brief 

If diffienlt, and many witnesses or 
documents, discretionary 

For every euggestion .+sse0.+4 

For plea of suggesticn 

To defend for executor, after suggestion 
of death of original defendant ...,..... 


Preerrerrerrii ist itr eeeerr eer rie) 


Drawing Pleadings, §. 
Declaration, inclusive of instructions 
and ingrossing, and of attendance to 
file or deliver ...:........:ccs0.scc00 dass cos 
If above ten folios, for every folio 
One or more pleas, if three folios or 
under, exclusive of instructions, but 
inclusive of ingrossing .............s0+++ 
If above three folios, for every folio 
drawing ... 
Joinder of i issue, “inclusive of ingrossing 
Replications, new assignments, and other 
pleadings, the same as the foregoing 
charges for pleas. 
te eh cosngs seckpeuseetie (eons 
MOOI 3, nnuses sereohodesdsertcceussquiner® 
Authority to receive moneys out of 
court 
Suggestions, pleas to suggestions and 
payee ong pleadings, of three folios: 
or under, inclusive of ingrossment .. 
If above three folios, for every 
folio drawing 
Special particulars of demand or set- off, 
and copy, per fOliO.......ssecceacceseeeeee 
Short ditto, and copy 
Abstract of pleas, when necessary, and 
fair copy, and copy for judge 
Bills of costs and copy for caer per 
folio... ee 
Copy for the opposite party. sos seceenets 
Lrawing bill of costs and copy, per 
folio, 4d., not to exceed 
Copy for the opposite party, per folio, 


OPPO See eee ewen eee ese sense aeeaseeres 


seeeetees 


o HOO OO es cee neeteeeeneseeoe 


Peete rere neeeee 








4d., not to exceed 


eee weeeeeseedeeeeestens 





£aadjiésa &d 
050/050 
601 0/0 06 
018 0/012 0 
0-8 6/0 5 oO 
0 2 0}0 2 6 
083 0/0 3.0 
05 0/0 8 0 
07 010 5 0 
68/038 4 
8 4/0°8° 4 
1s 4\|0 6 8 
0681084 
068/03 4 
068'09 3 4 
15 0/010 0 
0 EGE Rrre 
040,08 0 
010/017 0 
040/030 
068/083 4 
0 3s 0/0 2 0 
04 0/0°3 0 
01 0)01 % 
0081/0 0 4 
0 5 Of; 0 2. 6 
0 8 £103 4 
0608); => 
00 4 _ 
= 704 0 
is NED, 














Replication, accepting money out of 
court in full of isenenh | inclusive of 
instructions ‘ 


Ingrossing and C 
seo above 10 i per folio 
Other pleadings, before enumerated, 

above 3 folios, per folio.......... eadeoee 
Issue (pleadings), if 15 folios or under 
Tf above 15 folios, for every folio.. 
Issue (pleadings), if 10 folios or under... 
Above 10 folios, per folio .....0-sessereeeee 
All proceedings on paper, per folio 
The like on parchment, per folio 


Notices. 

To declare, reply, and | subsequent seed: 
ings, copy and service , 

By defendant to bring issue to trial, copy 
and service 

To executor or administrator of sole 
defendant, deceased, to appear to writ 
and suggestion 

“Of appearance, when appearance duly 
entered, and notice given on the day 
of appearance, but not otherwise 

To plead 

Of pn a ag when necessary, copy 
an 

Of objection for misjoinder or non- 
joinder of aarp gs copy and service 

Of trial, d e of plain- 
tiff, of eakeder “ei issuing writ, and 
all other common notices 

‘To admit or produce, if short 

REAR OR SE IDO. ics chescrhiess ses cneseveseaie 

If very long and special, a larger al- 
lowance may be made in cases above 
£20, 

Additional allowance for mileage as 
upon the service of a writ. 





yy and Service. 
“OF special be 9 common rules 
“Of special rule above three folios, per 
folio additional 
Of summons or order of a judge 


Mileage on services as upon a writ of | 


summons. 


Attendances. 
To search for appearance to writ of 
summons ., 
Two searches will be allowed if neces- 
sarily made. 
‘To obtain ene to appear to 


process 
To give undertaking to appear 
Deponent to be sworn (where allowed), 
for rules where no attendance in 


court, to enter ex: ane to bail, to 


alter or amend pleadings, to file any 
proceeding, to obtain office copies, 
consent tO any nah and other 
like attendances...... adiensi \ 

‘To set down cause for trial 

On each counsel with brief at trial, fee 
under 20 guineas, to reduce special 
jury, summons before a jndge, and, 
to pay money into court .... 

On. counsel with brief fec 20 guineas 
nd ADOVE .......6s-crereerseee Riadacerhicn 

To receive money out of court 

Counsel with brief, on motion, if above 
one guinea fee 

Tfone guinea only ........ ......0s000 

Consultation with counsel 

Conference with counsel 

Fee on every record 








Q2Oero OF 





ccowcolo o 





For common jury panel . 

For special jury panel .. 

To enter any suggestion | on r 
necessary 

Attendance in pursuance of notice to 
admit 

For every hour beyond one . 

Attending making noo — 
under special circumstances.. toes 


Briefs. 
For drawing, per folio 
Copying ...... 


Term ticks and eine 
Proper business .. she anaianio 
Agency 
Letters, when no term fee proper busi- 
Agency 


cy 
In actions under £20 no allowance will 
be made for letters for the vacation 
preceding the term in which a term 
fee shall be allowed 


Letters, 
Letter before action, and other letters... 
Cireular letters, after the first 


Affidavits. 
Drawing special affidavits, per folio ... 
Ingrossing same, exclusive of affidavits 
of increase . 
Common affidavits of five folios or under, 
including ingrossing and oath .. 


Searches. 
All common Een exclusive of pay- 
TENE coeceersrsssteee ee * 
If very long 


j . Counsel. 
To settle special indorsement on writ. 


Defendants, 


_Appearance 


For each additional defendant, ‘inclusive 
of payment... 

A second sur.mots and ‘order for time 
to plead shall be allowed in special 
cases above £20 when necessary. 


Counsel's Clerk's Fees. 

The fees to be allowed to counsel's clerk 
not to exceed as under:— : 
Upon a fee under 5 guineas............... 

5 guineas and under 10 guineas 

10 guineas and under 20 guineas... 

20 guineas and under 30 guineas...... 
30 guineas and under 50 guineas......... 


50 guineas and upwards....... 


On Consultaticns, 
Senior’s clerk......,.. SBiuasthpacibasiecalnh me 
Junior's clerk...... piedcicit uns iis asiaiha 
On general retainer .......cccseees 
On common retainer wa 
DR DORMEORCR >: i cicdsdsieves :+scospeosessocte 
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Close copy of proceedings in agency cases 0s 4d, per folio, accord 


ing to actual length. 


In cases under £20 no allowance will be made in respect of 


the following matter :— 


Attending deponent to be sworn to affidavit, 


Advice on evidence. 
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_. By the directions to the masters of the courts, as giv 


en b 
the gen Hilary Term, 1859, the mare inal nbs shal 
ave discretion to as hetween party and party, the fees 
of counsel or special pleader for drawing pleadings or otherwise 


advising. 
eis onus of attendance by counsel or special pleader be- 
forea judge at chambers shall in no case be allowed as betwoen 
party and party, unless the judge shall certify for such allow- 
ance, 


SpepuLe or FxkEs in tue Superior Courts or Common 
Ww. 


Offices of the Masters of the three Superior Courts. 


£ 
Every writ (except writ of trial or subpeena) ...... 0 
Every concurrent, alias, pluries or renewed writ ... 0 
eee WIIG OO GHA 5 assis cides igi've See sosaep tse sep 0 
Every writ of subpoena before a judge or master ... 0 
very writ of subpoena before the sheriff ............ 0 
‘Bvery appearance entered ...............cecceecencseeee 0 
Every appearance each defendant after the first ... 0 
Filing every affidavit, writ, or other proceeding...... 0 
Amending every writ, or other proceeding............ 0 
Ey OPUOUNG RUUD S5ilcs) svdie sce ssconesebsee cesses ceoce> 0 
Every special rule, not exceeding 6 folios ......... Fe 
Every special rule, exceeding 6 folios, per folio...... 0 
Note.—Plans, sections, &c., accompaning rules 
to be paid for by the party taking the rale, ac- 
cording to the actual cost. 
Brery judgment by default ii5.-...............:00000e 0 5 
final judgment, otherwise than judgment by 
t 


Otten Nie De wnwnwa”? 
eosooosoooac™ 


Taxing every bill of costs, not exceeding 3 folios... 0 2 
Taxing every bill of costs, exceeding 3 folios, when 

taxed as between party and party, per folio ...... 0 0 
Taxing every bill of costs, exceeding 3 folios, when 

taxed as between attorney and client, or where 


o 
— 
° 
eo osc ¢& 





the attorney taxes his own bill, per folio ......... 01 0 
Byery reference, inquiry, examination, or other 
4pecial matter, referred to the master, for every 
meeting, not exceedingone hour ..................010 0 
For every additional hour or leas.................. 010 0 
Dpon payment of money into court, viz :— 
For every sum under £50 0 
£50 and under £1007........... 0 
£100 and above that sum... ; 6 
OCR CORO 60s 05.1:004 506 kebab eabdeceddededsees shes is 0 
Office copies of precipe, or other proceedings, per 
BD. Se ebav iclelbwee’ Meds eda GIN. AEA Atte eevee Ve 0 0 6 
Every search, if not more than two terms ............ 0 0 6 
‘Every-search, exceeding two, and not more than 
SE ROTOR vised tin ovine coin nsatedide «AN bs +000 ssc0ne ® 1:6 
Every search, exceeding four terms or a general 
NR aca csboesneseriuness sasiniiile das Wigiehstdndas teas selbh 0 2 6 
Every affidavit, affirmation, &c., taken before the 
Us iicnsncbiensenpeeiess <alahide Wied tieses oediveed’ 01 0 
Filing every recognisance or security in ejectment 
MMOD swithan:sincvndadbhe (de Siiabi thadhadlis eee soovec cesses 0 2 6 
Every allowance and justification of bail............... 0 3 0 
For taking special bail as a commissioner............ 020 
Filing affidavit, and inrolling articles previous to 
the admission of an attorney ...............2....0... 5 0 
“Byery re-admission of an attorney ...................., 5 0 


0 
All other fees than those above mentioned are hereby 
abolished, and are not to be taken by any person in the 
‘Master’s offices, under any pretence whatever. 


Chambers of the Chief and Puisne Judges. 


; zs. 4. 
Every summons to try an issue before the sheriff... 0 1 0 
Every other summons whatever, whether in term 

Or- vacation i205... 5.0560 .6600600. SehPtlpadpletbeisescostaers Om O 
Every order to try an issue before the sheriff ...... 010 

other order whatever of an ordinary nature 0 2 0 
Every order of a special nature, such as :—reference 
© arbitration, or attendance of witnesses at 
' ‘arbitration; service of process on person resident 
abroad, reference to the master to fix sum for 
final judgment, revival of judgment, and the 

PO encnd edeseegebsoceconsing ecdiacassiiennierntehaseclersti ae’ 4°50 
Every affidavit affirmation, &c., whether in term 

Or vacation, each deponent «....-1++sccesererseere vee O 1° 0 





eee 

Every affidavit kept for the of beit i 
avit kept for the purpose ing con- 

veyed to the proper office to be filed.................. 010 

Every proceeding filed ...............s++ 000.008 eeiseed see LD 

Office copies of jadge’s notes, or of any other pro- = 

i bevaorshicn # ab §6* SOF RR ieee eee 

Every exhibit signed by judge ......... 01210 


Attendance as a commissioner to take affidavit, &e., 

or at @ judge's house, or elsewhere, at request of 
POSTEO TS TEES TEER eee eee eee eee reer s SHH ORE CORE OR ORE 0 10 
Attendance by counsel, each side %........... 0.0.00 0 5 


oo 





COUNTY COURT FEES. 
The following is an order issued by the Commissioners of 
Her Majesty’s Treasury regulating the fees in the County 
Courts :— 


In pursuance of the powers given by ** The County 
Courts Act, 1856,” “The County Courts Act, 1865, 
“‘The County Courts Act, 1867,’’ and ‘‘The Companies 
Act, 1867,” we, the undersigned, two of the Commissioners 
of her Majesty's Treasury, whose names are hereunto sub- 
scribed, do hereby, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, 
order that, on and after the first day of January, 1868,the 
several fees, or sums in the name of fees, i in the 
schedules hereunder written, shall be taken on the proceed- 
ings therein mentioned, in lieu of all other fees for the pro- 
ceedings set forth; and that the fees so authorised to be 
taken, with the exception of the fees for keeping possession 
of goods, and with the exeeption of the fees mentioned ‘in 
sdhedules (C.) and (D.), shall be received by the registrars 
of the different county courts, and shall be accounted for 
and paid over by them to the treasurers of their 
courts, or wr there is no treasurer, as may = 
by order of the Commissioners «f Her Majesty's > 
nn that the fees set forth in schedules (C.) and (D.) shall 
be received by the registrars for the use of themselves and 
the high bailiffs, according as the duties are to be per- 
formed by the registrars or high bailiffs. 

; Henry Wairmore. 
GeRrarD Nokt. 
I approve of the annexed schedules of fees. 
CuetusForp, C, 





SCHEDULE (A.) 

For every plaint one shilling in the pound, 

Where the claim er demand exceeds forty shillings, and the 
arenes is te be served by bailiff, an additional fee of 
one shilling. 

Where in any case the number of defendants shall exceed 
three, an additional fee of one shilling for each defen- 
dant above three, 

No fee shall be payable on any application for a new trial, 
or to set aside proceedings, or in the nature of a seire 
Sacias, or for a summons in an interpleader. 

For every judgment by consent under section. 8 or 9 of 
**The County Courts Act, 1850,” and for oe 
by default under section 28 of “ The County Act, 
1856,” and section 2 of ‘‘ The County Courts Act, 1867, 
—one shilling in the pound. 

For every hearing, two shillings in the pound, 

In all cases where the defendant shall either pe or 
by his attorney or agent, admit the claim, one half of the 
fee paid by the plaintiff for the hearing of the plaint shall 
be returned to the plaintiff by the registrar of the court, 
al to decide 

upon which the claim is to 


though the Court may have been required 
soe terms and cenditions 

An additional hearing fee shall be taken for new trial. 

The hearing on interpleader shall not be but shall 
be estimated on the amount of the money or the value 
of the goodsclaimed, which value, in case of dispute, 
shall be assessed by the judge, who at the 
el need whom and when and how such fee 


be pai 

No fee shall be payable for hearing any application for a 
new trial, or to set aside proceedings, or in the nature of 
& scire Jacias. 


For every sammons for commitment under sect. 98 of * The 


County Courts Act, 1846,” threepence in the pound on 
vgn of the amount, of the original demand ag, ia 
obedience to the order of the Court, should have been 
paid at the time of the issue of the summons. 
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Where such Jast-mentioned amount does not exceed twent; 
shillings an additional fee of sixpence, and where su 
amonnt does exceed twenty shillings an additional fee 
of one shilling. 

For every hearing of the matters mentioned in such 
summons for commitment, sixpence in the pound on the 
amount upon which the fee on the summons is calcu- 
lated. 

For issuing every warrant against the body or goods, 
eighteenpence in the pound on the amount for which such 
warrant shall issue. 

For issuing every warrant to deliver possession of tenements 
—eighteenpence in the potnd. 

For every summons applied for by a creditor under the Act 
8 & 9 Vict. c. 127, one shilling in the pound upon the 
amount of the original demand then remaining due. 

For every hearing of the matter contained in such 
summons, one shilling in the ponnd on the amount last 
aforesaid. 

For issuing every warrant against the body consequent 
upon such hearing, two shillings in the pound on the 
amount for which the warrant issues. 

For keeping possession of goods till sale, per day (including 
expenses of removal, storage of goods, and all other ex- 
penses), not exceeding five days—sixpence in the pound 
on the value of the goods seized, to be fixed by appraise- 
ment in case of despute, 


In all plaints for the recovery of debt or damages, all pound- 
age, except where otherwise specified in this schedule, 
shall be estimated on the amount of the claim. 

In plaints under sections ll and 12 of “ The County Courts 
Act, 1867,” poundage shall be estimated as upon a claim 
for a sum of twenty pounds, 

In replevins all poundage, except as aforesaid, shall be esti- 
mated on the amount of the alleged rent or damage, to be 
fixed by the registrar. 

In plain’s for the recovery of tenements when theterm 
has expired or been determined by notice, all poundage, 
except as aforesaid, shall be estimated on the amount of 

* the weekly, monthly, or yearly rent of the tenement, as 
such tenement shall have been let by the week or by the 
month, or for any longer period ; and if no rent shall 
have been reserved, then on the amount of the half-yearly 
valueofthe tenement tobe fixed by the registrar. 

Where a claim for rent or mesne profits, or both, is added 
toa plaint forthe recovery of a tenement, an additional 
poundage shall be taken on the amount or amounts so 
claimed, but where thereby the total amount on which 
poundage would be taken shall exceed twenty pounds, 
the poundage shall be estimated on twenty pounds only. 

In plaints for the recovery of tenements for nonpayment of 
rent, all poundage. except as aforesaid, shall be esti- 
mated on the amount of the half-yearly rent of the tene- 
ment. 

In proceedings under ‘* The Merchant Shipping Act, 1854,” 
*“‘The Literary and Scientific Institutions Act, 1854,” 
and “ The Metropolitan Buildings Act, 1855,” the pound. 
age shall be estimated upon the amount in dispute, and 
if no amount is in dispute, or if the amount in dispute is 
not ascertained, then as upon a claim for a sum of twenty 

unds. 

thi prosenticgs under ‘* The Succession Duty Act, 1853,” 
the poundage shall be estimated upon the amount in 

ispute, 


In proceedings under “ The Friendly Societies Act, 1855,” 
and “‘ The Industrial and Providant Societies Act, 1867,” 
the poundage shall be estimated upon the amount in 
dispute ; but if the application to the Conrt is not for the 
payment of money, the poundage shal! be estimated upon 
the amount of the sum of money stated by the applicant 
to be that which he will apply to the Court to order the 
payment of. 

In the above cases where the poundage would, but for this 
direction, be estimated on an amount exceeding twenty 
MB, onc vaee it shall be estimated at twenty pounds only. 

ings under “The Merchant Shipping Act, 1865,” 

6 poundage shall be estimated asupon aclaim for twenty 

pounds, where the amount of salvage claimed does not 

exceed one hundred pounds: and where it does exceed one 

hundred pounds, five shillings ehall be taken for every addi- 
tional fifty pounds claimed. 

In every case where the poundage cannot be estimated by any 





po all sary schedule; it shall be estimated on 


Al fractions of a, pound, for the purpose, of:¢ 
poundage, shall ke treated as an entire pound. 
No increase of fees shall be made by reason of 

more than cne plaintiff or defendant, 


directed, where the number of defendants exceeds - Bae 


® 


For taking the en of a ae 
WOMAN  ssseeeee snesiiahit a 


For a warrant to r 


Splery 
‘For a replevin bond, where the alleged rent or 


damage does not exceed LW ‘a cescsid-LiecUadesdedel 
For a replevin bond, where the alleged rent or 
damage exceeds BID cenenrvies wqrdordhiowinae br eteaeees ; 
For notice to distrainer 
For delivering the goods 
Together with 6d, a mile from the court house 
to the place where the goods are, 
For making a return to a writ of certiorari 
out of which 15s. shall be returned by the 
treasurer to the registrar, for his costs ont of 
pocket, 
For every subpoena to be served in a home district ; 
if served within two miles of court house...s..-.«s. 
For every mile beyond two. 


CORO H eet EO eee eee eee te sees ee tone 


o o- 
oe S wo * 
@eae eo coo 


> 
* 


But the total fee to be taken is in no ‘case to 


exceed 3s, | 
For every subpoena to be served in a foreign district 


SCHEDULE (B.) 
Equitable Jurisdiction, 


For every plaint or petition .........-.+...seerss seoees 

Eor ‘every suit or matter transferred to a county 
court 

For the hearing............ 

For a decretal order 

For a final decree ., 


con ’ 


¥ 


N.B.—These fees are e only ‘to be charged ‘once ina suit or 


matter. 


Proceedings under the Industrial and Provident 
Act, 1862. 
For every petition presented to a court under section 
17 of the above Act . oopunnsdened eave 
For every order for winding. “up . oreogsinndian 
For every sitting or adjourned sitting ‘of the Courb 
in the matter, after the order for wimlog: a shall 
have been made ..... sido te 
For the taxation of every ‘pill of costs. 


The Gompanies Act, 1862. 
For every sitting to take evidence 

The Companics Act, 1867. 
For every sitting before the judge 


OP nee wee ene 


SCHEDULE (C.) 
Tue Country Courts Act, 1867. 
Registrars’ Fees, 
For filing every affidavit under section 2, where the 
elaim exceeds 40s 
For examining and filing affidavit of service, boning 
costs, and entering up judgment under section 2 
where claim exceeds 40s. . . 
For entering writ under ‘section 7 or "10, “and - 
sending notice to parties of day of trial, &e. 
Taxing costs in such actions 
On entry of plaint under sections 11 and.12 , 

Where the plaint has not-been entered ‘under 
section 12, and the judge shall certify that the 
Court has exercised jurisdiction. under. that. sec- 
tion, the above fee of £1 1s. shall be paid. 

On every order for a new trial in phe com- 
menced under sections 1] and 12........... smvedtars vs 

On lodging notice of appeal 

Taxing costs under sections 11 or 12 .,....+9». 


High Bailiff’ Fees 
For service, under section 2, where the claim 


GEOROATN Oise ose ec vcSecceogheoessocepenaten ee see nee 
For affidavit of service, but not of non-service 


1 0) 









1 


Reees oh 





PTS 3 




















“SCHEDULE (D.) 
Equrrasce Jurisprcrion. 





+ 


Where the Sabject-mat- 
ter of the Suit or Pro- 
ceeding 





Does not 
exceed £100 _ “Ad 








Registrars’ Fees. 


For filing every plaint or petition, and 
, jssuing summons or notice thereon ... 
If more than one defendant, then 

for every additional defendant ......... 
If defendant ont of England; then 

"jn addition (including filing affidavit) 

For filing or recording order by indge 
for adjournment.,....+++.s00000: 

For issuing every as -por wedsopetde 
ior preparin wer of attorney ........ . 

ie a filing affidavit and mannders giving 
certificate, and issuing notices in 
matters under Order XI., Rules 6 to 
CEM ADCIUSIVG. . baregdies cpseceeas 

Where the notices under Order XI, 
Rule 16, shall exceed five, then for 

ag Me additional notice, ‘6d. 
g and sealing every affidavit, 
% other document not being a docu- 
went annexed to an affidavit 

For every anliontion to spent an 

davit .. sGvdeqyneds -eeie 

Por every summons to a witness ......... 

For: prattcoting 9s admission of etree, 

filing 

ie filing statement of defendant, or 
notice by plaintiff for dismissal of 
‘cause .., 

For drawing, ‘fling, ‘and. ‘sealing every 
decretal order, final decree, or an 
order on a petition, or application for 
an order in the nature of an injunc- 
tion (including issuing the copy of 

§ Bame for Serviced)  .sicccciessyecsieciseres 

If more than one copy of decree, 
'&e., to be issued, then for every addi- 
COPY serve snersiersnceesorns pavvloone 

For perusing and filing papers, appli- 
cation to judge, drawing directions to 
Proceed, and. notice to parties on 
— of proceedings from Court of 


aeeeee ne 


scene 


For drawing advertisements and insert- 


PPOs eeeeeeon renee 


. For adyertisements—sum paid. 
Tor every seis in which the registrar 
is employed in taking accounts, 
making i inquiries, or acting as & Bpe- 
cial examiner...... Phat ae alee de 
When the sitting is longer than one 
onal then for every tional hour 
WG OF OE WOU josie ss cesssccececacsas 
here the registrar shail be re- 
quired to attend elsewhere than at 
“the court or office, in addition to the 

EERIE SS ei heppeodo 
Mileage one way from the office to 

place of examination, for each mile... 
For application to judge for farther di- 
rections (ineluding drawing order) ... 
For drawing draft order for an ex parte 
‘a games and the order as after- 
Wards made. .45..000i00c cc 
For certificate dirested to be made by 
any decretal order .. 
every = 


“of certificate at 
Hor giving any notice required by any 


£ea4/8 wa 

06010 9 0 
0201/0 2 0 
© 6 0/0 70 
0 2 6/0 4 0 
0 20/3;0 3 0 
08 0/0 3 0 


010;0.190 
010/020 
03 6};0 5 0 
03 6);9 5 0 


010 O;1 0 0 
00 6;0 0 6 





of “ the Orders” (inclading copying) 





0 7 0\012 0 
010° 0; 015 06 
015 0;110 0 
0 t 0/0 2 0 
0 2°0;0 2 6 


' 
! 
{ 


| 
| 

















For office copy of every Recwrnenty per 
DR skies cree icieeaces oc Wontee 

For making and transmittiv ‘note ‘of 
any decretal order or final ron 
of an order made on petition cane 
Order XXIUII., Rule 24..........00.00004 

For auditing receiver’s accounts where 
sum in account does not exceed £100 

And for every additional £50, or 

fraction thereof .. 

For every application f for. a search and 
searching .. 

For taxation of WME Shia teeaubiek 

For payment out of court and taking 
receipt for diyidends on stock, ex- 
ceeding £1-and not-exceeding £5... 

Exceeding £5 

For procuring investments in Consols, 
5s. per cent. on the amount invested, 
exclusive of bankers’ and brokers’ 
commission. 

For drawing orders under Order XVII, 
Rule 7 : 


see men ee ewesreneeeee rns 


See Pe eee reer eeeerenes ser eeetetens 


High Bailiffs’ Fees. 
For calling the CAUSE © ssc 
For service, within home “istrict, “of 
every summons, petition, notice, or 
order, not being summonses to 
jurors—- 
If within one mile of court-house., 








If beyond one mile, then for every , 


additional mile, or part of a mile.. 
For service of every summons, petition, 
noticé, or order in a foreign district... 


Where service is ordered to be personal, | 


then an additional fee of 
For affidavit of service, when required .. 
For the execution of each warrant 
within home district 
With an allowance of mileage, 
double the amount of the allowance 
on summonses, 


For execution of each warrant in a 


foreign district .....-.-0.s:tee+ereeeenes 


Keeping possession, for each day the 


man is actually in possession 
3s. 6d. of the above sum is to be 
paid to the man in possession, and his 
receipt produced to registrar. 
Superintending sale, whether by auction 
or private contract, making out ac- 


count, and paying money into court, | 


£2 per cent, on first £50.80 paid, and | 
£1 per cent. on all afterwards. 








Where the faljestmass 
ter of the, Suit. of Pro- 
ek 
acasend 
0041004 
02 6/0 36 
05 0/056 
2 6}0 26 
0201026 
19 5 O10 Be 

| 
Lo 8 elo 2 0 
0 3 0 3 0 
0401/0 40 
0201/03 0 
lo 2 ele 5 6 
.|0 0 61006 

| 
056 016 76 
03 6)0 5.0 
0201040 
0 5 0}/010 0 
010 0} 015 
06007 6 

| 
-matter of 


N.B.—Where the amount or value of the 


pene 
the suit or proceeding is not disclosed by the a Fe 
it shall be taken not to exceed £100, and the’ fees 
accordingly. If, however, the judge shall subsequen 


that the amount or value of the subject-matter does 
£100, the difference between the fees up. 8 to Bycnbicw" 


and those that would have been taken had 
may then be taken. 


Tax Companies. Act, 1867. 


Registrars’ Fees. 


For every summons 


For every order...... sores ton 

For every office copy of order. oaeus iat 
For every advertisement ............. Po tsts sc eeed 
For every certificate ...... ........cccsseressene 


oe 







onoooh. 


Wow wh 


Lesion 


aah lb 


casoom™ - 
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£38. d. 
For filing every affidavit or statement on affirmation, 
epost ead ree HOMOEE .....00:..02 © 
For ev tting MMIII. <5 oso; xvaiaranoaitass 
When the sitting is longer than an hour, then for 
every additional hour or part thereof 
High Bailiff’s Fees. 
Same fees for service and execution as in equitable matters. 


1 6 
010 0 


t.2 





OBITUARY. 


Mr. Pamir James Cuanor, M.A., barrister-at-law, died 
at Claremont-square, on the 11th of January, in his 66th 
year, Mr. Chabot, who was a Fellow of the Royal Asiatic 
Society, was ealled to the bar, at Lincoln’s-inn, in May, 1830. 
He was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated M,A. in 1825. 

Mr. Erntc Rupp, barrister-at-law, died at St. Helier’s, 
Jersey, on the 3rd January. The deceased gentleman was 
eo eldest son of the late Rev. Erie Rudd, of ‘Thorne, York- 

ire, 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Hilary Term, 1868. 
[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or follow in ordhary type. } 

Cuaitp, Joun.— Henry Child, 2, Paul’s Bakehouse-court. 

Haarizs, Owen Witttam.—Isaac Knowles, Wellington, 
Salop ; Edward Bagnall Potts, Broseley, Salop. 

JARRETT, WiLu1amJosePH.—Joln Parkinson, 66, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, 

Mossor, Ricnarp PreLe.—Robert Mossop, Long Sutton, 
Lincolnshire. 

Sypyvey, Freperick Cuarles.—Algernon Edward Sydney, 
46, Finsbury-circus. 

Hilary Vacation, 1868, 

Bror, Ricwarp Wuite.—Richard W. Beor, Swansea. 

Lapz, Tuomas Newman.—George John Cuddon, formerly 
of 36, Coleman-street and Birmingham ; Archibald John 
Miles, 61, Broadway-terrace, Camden-town, and 61, Cole- 
man-street. 

Last Day of Hilary Term, 1868, 

Broox, Witu1am Ricnarp.—George M. Saunders, Wath- 
upon-Dearn. 

FPawcetr, Tuomas Coorer.—Herbert P. Southey, 6, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields ; William Talbot, Kidderminster, Worcester. 

Forster, GrorcE, Jun.— George Forster, Sen., Newcastle- 
upon- Tyne. 

Hesnino, Coarces Masterman.—John Y. Melmoth, Sher- 
borne ; Henry Davies, Weston-super- Mare. 

Howztr, Cuartes Epwarp.—Edward Jones, Welshpool. 

Lyncu, Herrr.—Maurice J. Hore, Liverpool. 

Morris, Wittiam Hvcues.—Edward F, Burton, 25, 
Chancery-lane. , 

Parpog, Herpert.—Robert A. Pardoe, Bewdley. 

Postietuwaite, Josera Rickman.—Bransby William 
Powys, 38, Russell-square. 

Sincreroy, Epwin.—Edward C, Bell, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Srravcuan, Ratpu.—William Foster, Alnwick, 

Sweeting, Epwarp.—Henry D. Poole, 9, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Watkins, Tuomas Epwarp:—K. H. Govgh, Parliament- 
street ; Alfred Brown, 16, Abingdon-street, Westminster. 
Wars, Frepericx Bertram—William Vizard, 55, Lin- 
coln's-inn-fields ; Alfred Anstie, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Wittoveusr, Gxrorce—William Henry Cotterill, 32, 

Throgmorton-street. 

a an Horace.—Samuel Walker, 29, Lincoln’s- 
n-fields. 

bom Wiu1am Garwarp,—Richard W. Williams, Car- 





[For previous names see ante p. 80.] 


NOTICE of APPLICATION to be RE-ADMITTED on 
‘ the last day of Easter Term, 1868. 
Leigh, Alfred, Baguley, Northendon, Manchester ; and Sale- 
moor, near Manchester. 

NOTICE of APPLICATION to the Court to RENEW 
CERTIFICATE on the last day of Hilary Term, 1868. 
Fates, Thomas Sturges, Kumsey Lodge, Harwich, 

s8ex, 





NOTICES of APPLICATIONS to a vies at 
toTAKE OUT or RENEW ATTORNEYS’ CER 
CATES on the 1st day of Fobruary,,1868. is 

Brown, James, Liverpool, 

Brown, William Charles, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, 

Browne, George Franklin, 40, Camden-square, 

Cator, Bertie Peter, Lamberhurst, Kent ; and Beckenham, 

Cowlishaw, William Smith, Uttoxeter, Stafford. 

Cook, George, 16, Chester-place, Kennington-road ; and 9, 
Homer-street, Westminster-road, Surrey. : 

Cutler, Charles Richard, Foxley-cottages, Brixton, Surrey. 

D’Urban, John, 1, Durham-terrace, Paddington. 

Eden, John, Junr., Falwood-park, near Liverpool. 

Farmer, George Noble, 64, Carlton-street, Kentish-town, 

Foreman, Robert Stannard, Heworth-road, York. 

Fullager, Walter Palmer, Liverpool. 

Gardner, John Pritt, Rugeley, Stafford. 

Gill, Henry Rockingham, 18, Bedford-place, Russell-square ; 
aly, Cearan Oneidiens, Wieeshighele Ulaallli Sankey- 

Grundy, George Openshaw, Warrington, Lancashire ; 
bridge, Farnworth ; and Rainbill, Lancashire 

Hardwick, Edmund Faunce, Littlehampton, Sussex. 

Heard, George Gustavus Gilbert, 18, Devonshire-terrage, 
Hyde-park ; and Lenton, Peebles, Scotland. 

Hett, John Roland, Worcester ; Brigg, Lincoln ; and King’s 
Lynn, Norfolk. . 

Homer, Joseph, Bedworth, Warwick. 

Howe, Henry, 1, Lower Ranelagh-grove, Pimlico ; 2, Bridge. 
row, Pimlico ; 69, Westbourne-street ; 34, Goulston-square, 

Leslie, Lewis John, Rothsay-villa, Campden-hill, Kensington ; 
and Queen’s-college, Cambridge. 

Lovell, William George Whittall, 17, Clifford’s-inn, London, 

Millns, Adolphus F. 
Middlesex. 

Nevett, Francis, Belle-vue, Shrewsbury. 


Norgate, Charles Beadwell- Le Grys, East Dereham, Norfolk. 


3 


Nussey, Antony Foxcroft, 1 and 2, Great Winchester-street- 
buildings. fe 

Payne, Robert Little Linford, Bucks ; and Armidale, New 
South Wales. ae 

Philpott, Harry John Vernon, 61, Thistle-grove, Brompton ; 
36, Islington-terrace ; 13, Craven-street ; 22, Store-street ; 
32, Gower-street ; and 9, Delamere-crescent. ; 

Price, George, Liverpool. ~ 

Porrier, Vincent John, Mall, Chiswick, Surrey. 

Sadler, Robert, Ormskirk, Lancaster. 


q 


erick, Windsor, Berks ; and Kensington, 


Smedley, Jobn Benjamin, 17, Charterhouse-lane, Chartop-. A, 


house-square. 
Stokes, John William Noble, Rbyl, Flint. 
Twinberrow, James Kimberley, 42, Finchley-road, 
John’s-wood. Bt 
Venning, Walter Charles, Junr., 9, Teneshoee ite ; War-. 
wick-road, Upper Clapton, Middlesex; and Surbiton, 
Surrey. 
Vosper, Alfred Samnel Moon, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, 
and 19 & 20, Arundel-street, Strand. S 


the 


Walker, James, Wolverhampton, Stafford; Wellington, Tron- 


bridge ; and Church Stretton, Salop. 
Welby, Charles Oughton, Uttoxeter, Stafford. 


Wildasb, Frederick Charles, 8, Tokenhouse-yard ; and 27, 
dilesex. 4 


St. Mark’s-crescent, Gloucester-road, Mid 
Woodhams, Daniel Thomas, 65, Chandos street, Strand, ~ 
Worsley, Reginald, Park-view, Hazel-grove, Chester. ' 





COURT PAPERS, 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, 
eal oreo IN pons pet 
e following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and p oan § fo i 
QUEEN’s BeNcuH. 


Feb..5.| Thursday. . ...,..+54 
EXCHEQUER. 
Friday ...s..csse0s vesoseeesFeb. 7 | Saturday , 


SPRING ASSIZES. 
The fifteen judges met on Thursday morning 


coming Spring Assizes. The following is the result,— 


in the private | 
room of the Lord Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench for the 
purpoee of choosing their respective circuits for the forth= 










eo 


tare ; 
ikey~ 





_ Bnd the said judge purposes that such call shall be for 
pershare. 
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Home.—The Lord Chief Justice of England and Mr. Jus- 


tie Byles. 
estern.—Lord Chief Justice. Boyill and Mr. Justice 
Paberang 
Osford.—The Lord Chief Baron and Mr. Justice Keating. 
Norfolk.—-Mr. Baron Matin and Mr, Baron Bramwell. 
Midland.—Mr. Justice Shee and Mr. Justice 
ith. 
*Norhern —Mr. Justice Mellor and Mr. Justice Lush, 
North Wales.—Mr, Baron Channell, 
South Wales.——Mr. Baron Pigott. 
Mr. Justice Willes remains in town. 


+ 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
JOHNSTON—On Jan. 9, at 100, Gloucester-terraceo, Hyde-park, the 
vile ot A. R. Johnston, Esq., of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


¥LETCHER—CARTER—On Jan. 9, at Battle, John Martineau Fletcher: 
, Barrister-at-Law, ofthe inner Temple, Senior Fellow of Gonville 


‘Cains - om Jane, daughter of Samuel Carter, 
Esq., of ill, Battle. 
ADE — ITH. H—On Jan.9, at the parish church, 


Bruera, Cheshire, 
ree William Reade, Esq.. Solicitor, of Congleton, Cheshire, to 
- Emil Jenn Ameen of William Smith, Esq., of Saighton Tower, 
re. 
DEATHS. 

supp. Jan. 3, at 8, Windsor-crescent, St. Helier, Jerse nad’ Eric 
, Barrister-at-Law, son of the late Rev. Eric Radd, Esq., 

“of Thorne, "Yo: rkshire. 


ee Dec. 81, at Isleworth, Samucl Simpson, Esq., Barrie~ 


-at-Law 
STAINTON--On Jan, 10, at fg ys Cumberland-street, Hyde-park, 
Nathaniel Stainton, Eq. M -, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, of Oxford, and of 
Lincoln’s-inn, 
SURTEES—On Jan. hs at 3, Carlisle-parade, Hastings, Anne Jane, 
wife of Frederick R. Surtees, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


LONDON GAZETIES. 


GRinding-up of Point Stock Campanes. 
Fripay, Jan. 10, 1868 

; Limrrep in Osaxcery. 

Valencia Land Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has by 
an order dated Dec 7, appointed Richard Oliverson Yeats, Clare- 

* mont-pl, Brixton-rd, ‘to be Official Liquidator. 

Ustrmirep In CHANcenr. 

Landon Freight and Outfit Insurance fe as we —Petition for wind- 
dng up, presented Jan 7, direeted to heard before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood, on Jan 18. Lawless M4 oo Gracechurch-st, solicitors 
for the petitioner, 








Toxspayx, Jan, 14, 1863, 

LrmMirep IN Cmanozey 

Enamel Porcelain Company (Limited). ~The | Master of the Roll#has 
_ by an order dated Dec 6, ted Frederick Forster Buffen, King- 
‘ft, ppaepente, to be Official Liquidator. Oreditors are vp oged -] 

or before Feb 11,'to their names and addresses and the 

Sirs of their debts or claims to Frederick Forster Buffow, Kis Kinga 
Cheapside. Friday, Feb 21 at 11, is appointed for hearing 
_ jndicating upon the and claims. 

Greut Cwmsymlog Silver Lead Mining oer ag Ale mited) rete | 

» for winding up, presented Jar 7, heard before Vice- 
Chancellor a on Jan 24. Pulbroot, Threadneedle-st, solicitor 


- for the petition 

National Sfandard Fire Insurance Com ny (Limited).—Petition for 
“winding up, ted Jan to be heard before the Mas- 
ter of the Rolls on Jan 25. m, George-st, Mansion - -house, 


‘solicitor for the petitioner. 
Sfernational Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malis has 
“Hot, sou order dated Nov 12, nted Albert Gearing, International 
lotel, Southwark, and Ro Wilson, Billiter-st, to be Official 
uidators. Creditors are eigen ¢° sp on orbefore Feb 8, to send 
"their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or 
e@aims, to Albert g, International Hotel, Southwark, 
Official "Liquidator. T » Feb 18 at J2, is appointed for hear- 
ing adjudicating upon'the and and claims. 
b Glass Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
* gonted Jan 11, —. to be heard before Vice-Chancellor eA 
vot Jan24. Walker & Sons, St Swithin’s-lane, solicitors for the 
‘Petitioner, 
Unciirren uw Ca. 


Professional Life Assurance Company (Registered). —The Master o 
‘the Rolls will on Tuesday Jan 28 at 2, to make a call on 
rsons who have been settled on the Nist s— contributories 


several 
their liabilty) ; 
three 


- of the said company (and who have not compro 


Frienviy Bocietes Beetene: 
Beret Jan 9, 


Bite ne PPB i an, Gori 
ie To mies — ty, Queen’s Head lan, 
tingham. Jan-Ll. 


ae eens or states in Chaneeryp. 
Last Day of Proaf. ‘ 

Farvay, Jan. 10, 1868. 

Moore-o 


Seymour, Sarah, Parton, Wilts, Spinster. Feb 7. Wileocks! » ey. 
. , : Toespar, Jan. 14, 1868. 
Gardiner, Wm G , Wellisford, Somerset, Esq. Feb, 10, Farran: 


Omen gE Caan, Shopbeeper, Feb 10. Owen » Owen, ¥, C. 
Rn een Stelle, Kank, Coe Deen Feb tt, Pater 


Voto is 
Voges, Thee. os, Laytham, York, Parmer. Feb 15. Brabbs » Voase, 
Ward v McKewan, ¥. €, 


V. C. Sti 
Ward, Wentte Osnaburgh-ter. April 28. 
Creviters under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Fatpay, Jan. 10, 1968. : 
ge or lng Newton by ne Chester, Gent, Féb 29. Ashton, 


Bromley, Capt Hy Barrett, Biidge-cottegs, x¢ Sala 
ann sae lech Fob Mah 8 


Essex 
Barton, Jas. Newhouses, York, Yeoman. Feb 24. setae 
Cook, Thos Satta pene, High-st, Merrinvens u. 
Harcourt & MacArth ur, ing’ porn in 
Cresewell, Sam) Gurney, King’s Ipun. Norfolk Coloma a t N. Feb29. 
Willders, 


sleet: oa Whittlesey, Cambridge, Widow. April 6. 


Whittlese: 
Grassby, Robt, Ellerby, York, Agricultural Instrument Maker. Feb 
14, Vatson, Headon. 


Gullen, Alex, Jamaica-level, Blue Anchor-rd, Bermondsey, Gent, Feb 
10. Marsh, Billiter-st. 


Hammand, Joshua, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Mannfacturer. March 
1, Higginbotham & Barclay, Macclesfield, 
= tt , fas, Fi 5 ter, Farmer. Feb 29. Ashton, 





rodsham. 
Poulton, John, The Shrubs, nr Hounslow, Gent, Feb 13. Whitakers 
& Woolbert, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Smith, Wm, Derby, Builder. Feb 14, Oliver, Derby. 
, Stamford, Robt, Beverley, York, Builder, Feb 29, Robinson & Son, 
March 10. Johnson 


Beverley. 
Walker, John, Bulwell, Nottingham, Gent. 
Drake & 


Nottingham. 

Wear, Erasmus, Devonshire-p!, Amershem-road. Feb 13, 

Son, Cloak-lane, Cannon-st. 

Wood, Wm, Bath, Gent. . March 2, ~— Wells. } 
Tvespay, Jan. 14, 
Buchanan, Jas, Lpool, Cotton Broker. 
Go. 
Evans, Thos, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 6. Jones & Mortis, 
Hooper, Thos, North Wraxall, Wilts, Farmer. Feb 22, Inman & In- 
Horsley, Robt Tonge, Gate Helmsley, York, Gent, 

& Co, York. : 
Laming, Jas, Birchington Hall, Kent, Esq. Feb 10, Evans, Cile- 
Mackey, Wm Hy, Southampton, Attorney. March 31. Paterson & 

Sons, verie-st. 

Copthall-b' 

Peat, Shoe Meptagne, New Windsor, Berks, Baker. Feb 13. Darvill 
i re 
Purves, John Home, Parves, Berwick, Colonel. March3I. Appleyard 
New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn. 
inal Cardiff. 
‘dwd Priest, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Esq. Jane 19. Luard ®& 


eb 8. Bateson & Co, er. 
Crick, John Throne, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 22. 
Lianell 
man, Bat! 
Feb 12. Newton 
man-st. 
Molyneux, By, La Lower Tooting, Surrey, Builder. Feb 13, Payte & Co, 
dsor. 
Pond, Jemima, New Windsor, Berks, Widow. Feb 13. Darvill & 
Co, Windso 
Rayer, Rev Wm, Tidcombe Rectory, Devon, Clerk. March 25. Luard 
eerie, Cardiff. 


White, Jas, Piercefield-lodge, Lordship-lane, Dulwich, Auctioneer. Feb 


29. White, Winchester-bidgs, Old Broad-st. 


Berds ‘ejtsleces pursuant lo Gankruptey Act, 1864. 
Fawar, Jan. 10, 1868. 
Ashe, Agnes May, meena \ Westminster, Refreshment Room Keeper. 
Jan 8. Comp. Reg Jan 


om Geo, Burli Arcade, Tailor. pee 3 aot Jan 9. 
, Burlington le nse Reg 
bt eo Richd hr bye sy Copeuhagen-et, Caledonian. 
usfield, Hy ched Friars, Comm A 
10, Asst. Ma el 
Butt, Geo, Bath Jan Jan 9, 
Jan 9, 
ont Thos, Cambridge-rd, Bethnal-green, Tailor. Jan 2. Comp. e 
orton, Thos yma iad York, Travelling Draper. ‘Dec 14. 





Meare, John, Cartton. ariton-rd, Mada-vale, Ironmonger. Feb 7. 
Pove, "Staines, Middlosex, Spinster, Fed 10, Ashby 0 


argaret, 
Fosser, V. C, Wood. 


Besdome, Edwd Smith, Lloyd’s, Underwriter.. Dec 17, Comp. Reg 
nen Jan 10. 
Reg Jan 
Bland, David, Loge Kent, Builder. So 13... Asst, 
Bor john-st, Cratched 
, Chas, Oldham, Lancaster, Hemp Banding sb is ‘Deo 
Reg Ja’ 
Clark, Win, Bige Toned Victualler’s Barman. Jan 6. Comp, 
cox, Wan Hy, Leadenhall-market, Poulterer. Deo 19, Comp. Reg 
Dec 30. Comp. Reg Jan 9, 


Dalarey, Geo, Chesterton, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 19. Comp. Rez 
lackburn, John Wm Vernon, Deo 18, ‘Asst. 
Dec 3t. Comp. Jen 

ig a ¥; 

Comp. -Reg Jan 10. 

Comp. 

Casterighi Sou Joueph, Eeathorscllors-biigs, ndon-wall, Stationer. 
onthe has, Waal, Statord Confectioner. Dec. Comp. Reg 
Daniel, ti ati Lansdowne-crescent, Kensington, Attorney. 
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Dele Senate Tagen Paes Dec 18. Asst. Reg 


‘an 8. 

onan, Joseph Mayer, Connah’s Quay, Flint, Manufacturing Chemist. 
Deo 13. Asst. = Jan 9. 

By Opel, yer, Kennington-park, Cattle Dealer. Jan 7. Comp. 


Dineley ta 3 Bagshawe, Manch, Provision Dealer. Dec 19. Comp. 


Dumas, Pree Kuper, Clapham, & John Alers Hankey, jan, Albert-rd, 
Regent’s-park, Agents. Dec4. Comp. Reg Jan 

eg hag Chas, Birm, Watch Maker, Comp. Reg 

Jan 1. Comp. Reg 


Bians, Eliz Anne, Pantdu, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
Fingay, John Webster, Yarmouth, Norfolk, Confectioner. Dec 16. 


Asst. Reg Jan 
he oon Mark, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 1. Comp. Reg 
Comp. Reg 


Jan 
bi ecg Jas Noble, Brecknock, Tea Dealer. Dec 14. 
Fyeon, Gs Geo, Bowman’s pl, Holloway-rd, Draper. Dec 11. Comp. 


8. 
— Hy, Charles-pl, Hertford-rd, Kingsland, Timber Merchant. 
Dec 11, Asst. Reg Jan 7. 
Grose, Alfred, Oxford, Grocer. Dec1l!. Comp. Reg Jan 7. 
Hagens. Richd, Walsall, Stafford, Saddler. Dec 24. Asst. Reg 


Harentz, Abraham, Nichan Harentz, & Mardiros Harentz, Manch, 
Merchants. Dec!7. Comp. Reg Jan 16. 
Beem John. Mats Bolsover-st, Regent’s-park, Printer, Jan 9. 
mp. Reg Jan 9 
Hewett, Hy Jas, Desbaveagh- pl, Harrow-rd, Dining room Keeper. 
Jan 3. Asst. Reg Jan § 
Hiss roost Wilfrid, Daffryn, Carmarthen, Farmer. Dec 12. Asst. 
eg Jan 
Hindle, Lawrence, & John Lawrence Hindle, Accrington, Lancaster, 
Cotton Spinners. Dec 31. Comp. Reg Jan 9. 
Holmes, Wm, Langton. York, Farmer. Dee 14. Asst. Reg Jan 10. 
“—s uy, arcane East, Tottenham-ct-rd, Gent. Dec 28, Comp. 
an 
Jones —_ oom. ¥ Newport, Monmouth,General Ship Smith. Dec 
gst. g Jang 
Kent, Richd, Brighton, Sussex, Bootmaker. Dec 13. Comp. Reg 


Kilner, Bawin, Huddersfield, York; Draper. Dec 13. Asst. Reg 
Keeeny qeenser, Mincing-lane, Merchant. Dec 14, Inspectorship. 
a ae bg ee , Surrey, General Dealer. Dec 30. 
Ladd, Jas, Erith, Kent, Grocer. Jan2. Comp. Reg Ja 


Longbotham, » Joseph, Chester-le-Street, Durham, Ceomiek: 


Comp. 

Lord, Wm, Birm, Butcher. Dec2l. Comp. Reg Jan 
we, nation Earith, es Lioyd’s-sq, taoeon “Pantomimist. 
Jan 2, Comp. -Reg Jan 


Marshall, Wm, St Slergee tie: Kilburn, Dealer in China. Deo 24. 
Comp. Reg Ja n 8. 
— Hy, Hesdel, Middlesex, Horse Dealer. Jan 2, Comp, 
an 10. 


fan 1 


Dec 24. 


Reg 

eee Be ien — Crooked-lane, Cannon-st, Builder, Jan 2. 

Nightingale, as, Bilston, Stafford, Bootmaker. Dec14. Comp. Reg 
lan 9 

Nokes, Wm, Leicester, Milliner. Dec20. Comp. Reg Jan 9. 

Norman, Wm, Pitsea, Essex, Baker. Jan 6. Asst. Reg Jan 10. 

Old, Thos, Seven Sister’s-rd. Dec 28. Comp. Seg Jan 7. 

Pavia, Chas, it Sy Importer 0 Foreign Produce, Dec 

Comp Jan 8 
Boule ” ‘me Lpool,  Areaecan Manufacturer. Dec 13. Inspectorship, Reg 


Power, Win G Geo, Barnsbury-rd, Islington, Bill Poster. Dec 30. Comp. 
g Jan | 
Dec 23. 


prety Whittingham-lane, Northumberland, Farmer. 
an 
eee a ismund, _ dienes Holborn, Lithographic Artist. 
Dec 24, mp. Reg Ja 
ae Tone St Mary remy “Comm Agent. Jan 3. Reg 
ee Adolph, Cullum-st, Chemist. Jan 3. Reg 
an 10. 
= — Wm, Boughton, Chester, Baker. Jan 8. Reg 
an t 
ne, tunel hen Je Jas oT ame Westtown, York, Waste Dealers. Dec 
Pe ag, Wm Brito. Jeweller. Deo 19, Inspeotorabip. Reg Jan 9 
Skinner, Saml, Aldgate High-st, Clothier. 10" Asst. Reg 
Sim, Thos, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Nail Factor. Dec 28. Comp. Reg 
Sm, Joseph Thos, & Edwd Greenaway, Crutched Friars, Printers. 
Dec 30. mp. Reg Jan 8. 
Starkey, Theo len Wm, Inverness-lodge, Brentford, Gent. Dec 24. 
= Win Brition, » Woodcote, Epsom, Surrey, Merchant. Dec 31. 
nV 
Dec 18, we ne Ae. 8. 
Dec 1 Reg 


Comp. 
Asst. 
Comp. 


Trotman, Geo, Crayford, Kent, Grocer. 
bes 5 John, Betley, Stafford, rd, Innkeeper. 


wil, Saml Warren, Hulme, Lancaster, Tea Dealer, Dec 31. 


Reg Jan 8. 
Wilkingcn, Wm, Felling, Durham,: Builder. Comp. Reg 


Jan 2, 
Jan 8. 


W Geo, Chichester-pl, Harrow-rd, Cabman, Jan3. Comp. Reg | W 


an 6. 
Wolfe, Jacob, & Napthali Blasebalk, Leeds, Jewellers. Jan 8, Comp. 
Neg Jan 9. 





Torspar, Jan. 14, snes. : 
art , Robt, Jehn-st, Marylebone-rd, Cab Driver. Jan iP mo 


Bennet, mai 
Reg Jan 13. 
bowers. 3 oo Arthar ter, Caledonian-rd, Holloway, Seleanta Dee 


Boys Elin Syhitmore-rd, Hoxton, Boot Shop-keeper. Jan 6, 
= eee Wivenhoe, Essex, Grocer. Dec 18, Asst" . 
— Geo Thompson, Fryup, York, Shoemaker. Asst. Reg 
oo Wm ite hes tema Marylebone, Surgeon. Jan &, 
caltaey, wm Ri aitieet, Ch Charlotte-st, Caledonian-rd, Gent. Dee if; 
cobb. Feit Freman Maidstone, Kent, Auctioneer. Dee 17, Comp. 
cation. Chas “John, Sesoneienr st, Strand, Lithographer. Jan 

9. Comp. Reg Jan | 

er igh Ng gs Gertrade-st, , Ceelsea, Licensed Victualler, Jan 
Sivent-cs, Philpot-lane, Wine Merchant. Jan 13, 
bait, Win Hitt ng Stratton, Norfolk, Wine Merehant. Jan 2 
= , Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hatter. Deo 28. Comp, Reg 
Dixon, David, Newton Heath, nr Manch, Builder. Dec 21. Asst, 
ropa, Wa bandon -rd, Croydon, Corn Merchant. Jen 6. Comp. 
ion. eee Whitechapel-rd, Saddler. Dec 14. Comp. Reg 
Haives, z tee & John Haines, Walham-green, Grocers. Deo 7, 
on offtny atch. Dentist. Dec 18, Comp. Reg Jan 14, 

eying Fo Reem Cambridge, Trainer of Racehorses, Deg 
4 Alfd, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Jan 7. Asst. Reg 
Hat, Vere Dawson do de eee > briges mbee, , Portman-sq, Comm Agent, 
Hunwick, Chas, Layer ry Fe Essex, Blacksmith. Jan 4. Asst, 
Kali, aa 13, Heaton bee Lancaster, Narseryman, Dec 20, Ta~ 


rship. Reg Jan 13. 
Comp. Rog 


Dawson, 


Kendal 6 topher, B: Bradford, York, Draper. Jan 1. 
Luckman, Wm Bonnyman, Sutherland ter, Pimlico, Draper. Deo 31. 
Comp. Reg Jan 13. 
Laibar, Sidney Frank, Lan Landport, Southampton, Beer Retailer. Dee 
mp. 
——_ John, een cece Hell: Draper. Dec 18... Aseat. Reg 
Marrs, ‘iawa, Wigan, Lancaster, Pig Drover. Jan 3. Comp. Reg 
_— Michael Saml, Wpethoarnerpie-yilian, Newspaper Proprietor. 
Jan 13, ae. 5 Reg Jan I4, 
Nash, Thos, W r, Leather Dresser. so ag Conv. Cony. "Reg Jeni 
vaetey pions Wood. Gambridde-ter, New-rd, Ha EB 
Jan Comp. Reg Jan 13. ae 
Nichola, hehnie Thos Morgan Rogers, Pembroke, Drapers. Doo. : 
Perret, 3 Jas Jelly, High-at, Shadwell, Baker. Jan10. Comp. Rag 
pilditoh Thos, Frome, Somerset, Colliery Proprietor, Aug 20. In- 
spectorship. Reg Jan 11. x 
Pope. = Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Bootmaker, © Dec m 
an ; 
ee rate Lpool, Whiting Manufacturer. Deo 31. 
Reg J 
Raseell, "Wm ‘Walter, , Gainsford-st, Horsleydown, Engineer. Jan 
segndron ise Ms Market-pl, Upper Holloway, Bootmaker. Jan ® 3 
Comp. ani 
ser Wn, Cheriton upon-Medlock, Manch, Beer Retailer. Deo 
an 
Smith, Whitheld, fanch, Currier, Dec 17, Asst. Reg Jan 1. 
Goth, oe Bel per, Derby, out of business. Jan9. Asst. | 
an 
bs Saml, Church-st, Woolwich, Draper. Dec 16. Comp. Reg 
meine, Michele Cardiff, Glamorgan, Shipbroker. Jan 10. Comp. ae 
Stat, Wim Hy, Southwark-sq, Wholesale Draggist. Dee 5. Comp. a 
ioe ten Robe , Size-lane, Bucklersbury, Oil Mer- 


rtson, 
chant. Dec 14. Thome moans Li, 
Tasker, Fras, vows Hartispeol, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper... Deo ». 
$8 % 
Thomas, = ‘Grithth, Deri, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 31. Comp, — 
mine, a Anne, Wolverharopton, Stafford, Innkeeper. Jan 6. Comp. és 


Tolson, wm " Zarleheaton, York. Dec 23. yar, 
wnsend, Wm, St Mary Cray, Kent, Builder. 


Waters, Bonj, Manch, Clothier. Dee 19. 


to ae 


Asst, Reg Jan 10. ; 

ina, Rane Sarah Pitt Dudley, Worcester, Licensed. ‘Vietuallers 
an mp 

Woods, Noel rg Lichfield, Lieutenant 16th Regiment. Jan 
Comp. Reg Jan 14, ; 
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Fo Wena, Ov, Hyde, Chester, Clog Ion Manuftarer Jan 9. Comp. 


iy, iue Town, Sheerness, General Deser. Jan 10. Comp. 
Edwd, Burslem, S:afford, Grocer. Dec9. Comp. Reg Jan 13. 





ec tinies 10, 1868, 
To Surrender in London. 


our, awa, wal, B Pritchard & Eag -lane, 


ellington-chambers, 
rd, Doctor’s-commons. 
Bn Birdy Adolph Abraham, Victoria-rd, 


a -wick oss 4 basi- 
ness Pet Jan’. Reche. Jan 22atl. Dobie 
Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet sae 7 (for pau).  becke! 
22at 12. Edwards, Bash-lane, Cannon-s' 
Byrd, Anthony, Market-pl, Junction-rd, ed Holloway, Cheese- 
monger. PetJan7. Pepys. Jan 28 at 12, Evans, John-st, Bed- 


ford-row 
ter, Jas, Cable st, Whitechapel, rig omed Pet Jan 6. Pepys, 
as 11. Hodgson, Arbour-sq, Ste 
caatk, Chas, Stanley-st, Pimlico, gat af hasineal. PetJan8. Feb 5 
‘gt i2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
ae Chas Nicholas, Keeton’s-rd. evinereerps Builder, Pet Jan 4. 
Pepys. Jan? atll. Webster, Basinghall-st. 
Wm, re Kent, Beer Retailer, Pet Jan 7. Feb 3 at 2, 
on, gg Dawson, Ladbroke-rd, Notting-hill, Pieri Pet Janu 4, 


Pe} an 23 at2. Mason Maddox-st, Regent-st 
moter 2 Eliz, hag — Lassbeth, out of business. Pet Jan 4, Feb 3 


dak, Chas, *, Galedontan-ta, 6 Greengrocer. Pet Jan2. Murray. Jan 
at il. 
, Weir, ee for re Pet Jan 7 (for pau). Roche. 
Jan 22 at 12. Harrison. i st. 
Jones, Wn, Prisoner for Debt, toedes, Pet Jan 8 (for pau). 
+ Jan22.at!. Drake, Basinghall-s 
Keene, John, Hoxton-st, Foreman tom Butcher. Pet Jan 7. Feb 5 
Pet Jan 7 (for pau). 


ati2, Lewis & Sons, Wilmington. sq 

Liacoln, John, Prisoner for Dabt, he 
Brougham. Feb3at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

London, Joseph, Gt Suffolk st, Southwark, out of business. Pet Jan 7. 
Zepys. Jan 28 at 12. Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Markham, Joseph, Banham, Norfoik, Farmer, Pet Dec 27, Pepys. 
Jan 28 at !. Doyle & Co, Veralam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn, 

Maxted, Edwd Fitch, Praed-st, Paddington, Plamber. Pet Jan 2. 
Feb3at ll, Daniels & Co, Fore-st 

Mcleod, Wm Benj, Brittania-ter, he rd, Wandsworth-rd, Zinc 
Worker. Pet Jan 6. Pepys. Jan 28 at ll. Wright, Chancery- 


Pet Jan 6. Roche. 


Dealer. Pet Jan 7. 





Roche. 


wre, "Geo, Vere-st, Lincoln’s-inn- fields, Baker. 
dan 22 at 11. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
a Solomon, St George’s-rd, Kilburn, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Pale ~ Roche. Jan 22 at. ll. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry- 
mbers. 


Nixon, John, Prisoner fer Debt, London. Pet Jan 6 (for pau). 
st. 


Pepys. 
Jan 28 at 12. Drake, Basinghall- 


Nobbs, Edwin Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 6 (for pau). 
Roche. Jan 22 at il. ares tes te-st Within, 

Paine, Jas, Cow Cross-st, Sai id, nooash Smith, Pet Jan 6, Feb 
$atl. Hicke, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 

Reeves Jolin Haseldine, Sathonet, Wandsworth-rd. Mercantile Clerk 
Pet Jan6. Roche. Jan 22at1!, Marshall, Lincoln's-inn-fields, 
Satchell, Hy, & Thos Reader, Hertford-pl, Haggerstone, Lath Renders. 

PetJan7. Roche. Jan 22at12. Dobie, inghall-st. 
Fredk, Princes-st, Cavendish-sq, Clerk to a Butcher. Pet Jan. 
8, Roche. Jan 22 atl. Keene & Marsiand, Lower Thames-st, 
Syivester, Rowland, Gothic-cottages, Serpentine-rd, Regent’s-pk, Cab 
tal Pet Jan8. Pepys. Jan 28 at I. ‘Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pi, 
me, Dani, Plantagenet-rd, New Barnet, Coal Dealer. Pet Jan 6, 
= Feb 3 at 1. ov John-st, aoc _ A 
oar ary, Fulham.rd, Brompton, te r. Pet Jan 2. Pepys. 
dan 2at1. Mason & Co, Greshames pe - 
Withams, John, Gt Leighs, "Essex, Dealer in Pige. PetJan6. Pepys 
Jan 28 at il. Duffield & Co, Tokenhouse-yard. 
org Krozinski, Poultry, Merchant. Pet Jan 7. Pepys. Jan 28 
Lawranca& Co, Od Jewry chambers. 
Wooldridee Alfd, Erith, Kent, Flour Merchant. Pet Jan 4. Pepys, 
dan 23 at 2. Pvole, Bartholomew-close. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Archer, Thos, Dunston, Durham, Manager. Pet Jan 7. Gibson, 
cevenntie-uipenr Tyity d Jan 22 at 12. Daglish & Stewart, Newcastle- 
n-Tyne 
r, Thos, jun, Dunston, Durham, Engine Builder. Pet Jan 7. 
G Newoastle-npon-Tyne, dan 22at12. Hoyle & Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
mee, Eeniah faiab, Cookehatts Colliery, Stafford, Coal Master. Pet Jan 6. 
Birm, Jan ree ~ 12, Underhill, Wolverhampton. 
Blake, John, Fareham, ts, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 7. 
Howard. Portsmouth po 2 at12.. Wallis, Portsmouth. 
Bray, Chas th, Brecon, Tailor, RetJan2. Wilde. Bristol, 
22 at .” "heicahems Bristol. 
par, Fras, Swansea, Glamorgan, out of business, Pet Dec 18. 
Morris. Swansea, Jen 22 as 2.. Morris, Swansea. 
b= Jas,Gt Munde Beerhouse ford Pet Jan 4. 
Speuce. Hertford, po 23 a la Res do ong 
Catierall, Richd, Poulton-le-Fy we Pet Jan 
%. Patteson. tai, Jan oat. rs 
borou h, Inn keener 
on am ~ 22 at il. 
Chattiota, Edwd, j Sussex, Beerse’ler. Be Jan 7. Ever- 
shed. Brighton, e atll. Runnacles, Bright: 
Clark, Thos Wm, Southsea: Hants, Rigger, Pet ion 7. Howard. 
Portsmouth, Jan 21 at 12. Wallis, Portsmouth. 


Clarkson, Eli, Basford, Farmer, Pet Ji Allen. Leek, 
en tea emma, tala. pare: 
“Fees San 0 ll. Smith, r hin 4 


, Jas, Exm: Devon, , , Pet Jan 8, Daw. Exeter, 
Jan 2iat ii. Campion, Exeter. 4 
'm, Punnetts-town, Heathfield, Sussex, Shoemaker. 

Pot Jan 3 (for ington had ryote fet bee BOW 
Cul, Chas, Woiverain os ter Pet Deo 81. Brown.. 


Tobacconies. pet Jan 4 (for pa}: 
Haberdasher. Pet Jan 7. Gates. 


. Hy, Maisemcre, 
Gloucester, Jan 22 at 12. 
Flintoff, Thos Hebbron, Sunderland, Darham, Lemonade Manafac- 
. Pet Jan&8. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 24 ab 92. 
Graham & Graham, Sunderland. 
Gibson, , coe. © Kidderminster, Worcester, Journeyman Pet Jan 
3. 
Someeet, Se Grocer, Pet Jan 6. 


ea yg mer we Jan 22 at If, Corbet, 
Greenland, ee uckland Denham, 
Jan 2l at 11, _Macarthy, 
Se, Soren, Sabian "Per a Jan 3 (for pau). 


Messiter. Frome, 

Harding, David Willin; 
Blaker, Lewes, Jan 23 at Hi. Hillman, Lewes. 

Hoadley, Thos, Brighton, ont of business. Pet Jan 4. Waugh. Cuck- 
field, Jan 28 at 10.30. Mills, Brighton. 

Howard, Edwd, Bootle, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Jan4. Hime. 
Lpool, Jan 21 at 3... Nordon, Lpool. 

James, Rees, Swansea, G an, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 16, 
Morris. Swansea, Jan 22 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Jenks, Geo, Cookley, Worcester, Linendraper. Pet Jan 4. Talbot. 
Kidderminster, Jan 22 at I. ‘Maltby, Sto 

a = ‘ sda Lpool, Builder, Pet Jan 8. noses ton 22 at ll, Browne, 

Lovatt, Geo, Leek, Stafford, Silk Throwster. PetJan7. Hill, Birm, 
Jan 22 at 12. Redfern, 

Loveland, Chas, Aldershot, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec 31. Hollest. Farnham, Jan 1/7 at\2. White, Guildford, 

Mi'ne, Jas. Pet Jan6(forpan), Biaker. Lewes, Jan 22 atil. Bare 
row, Cannon-s6. 

Morgan, Wm, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan,Ship Carpenter. Pet Jan 3. 
Morgan. Neath, Jan20atll. Simons, Merthyr T. 

Nichols, Richd, W: akefield, York, out of business. Pet Jaa4, Mason, 
Wakefield. Jan 25 atl. Barratt, Wakefield. 

Ostler. Jas, & Jas Snart Ostler, Boston, Lincoln, Corn Comm Agents. 

Pet Jar.8. Tudor. Birm, Jan 2iatil. Ashwell, N 

Paris, Sanislaus Joseph, Manch, out of business. PetJan7. Harris, 


Manch, Jan 27 at 11. Stringer, Manch. 

Peargon, John, Egton Bridge, York, Grocer. Pet Jan6, Bachannams 
Whitby, Jan 22 at 1]. Wilkinson, Whitby. 

Peters, Fredk, Birm, out of business, Pet Jan 8. Tador. Birm, Jan. 
24at 12. Cheston, Birm. 

Pinfold, Wm, Hulme, Manch, Letter Carrier, Pet. Jan 8. Hulton. 
Salford, Jan 25 at 9.30. Mann, Manch. 

Richards/n, John, Birm, House Agent. Pet Jan 8. Hill, Birm, Jan 
22 at 12. ‘Jamee & Griff ffin, Birm, 

Skidmore, Eli, & Aaron Vaughan, Tipton, a Charter 
Pet Jan6, Walker. Dudley, Jan 23. at 12, Dudley; 

Smith, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. | Adj Dee en ta the pau). 
Palmer, ich, Jan 22 at {!. 

Taroni, Gaetano, Sunderland, Durham, General Dealer. Pet Jan 6. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 22 at 12, Robinsou, Sunderland. 

Thwaites, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Watch Maker. Pet Jan 4. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 22 at 12. James, . : 

Trodd, Chas, Southampton, Baker. PetJan 7. Thorndike. 
ampton, Jan 31 at 12, Mackey, Southampton 

Wall, Wm, Ford, Derby, Licensed’ Victualler. . Pet Jan 6, Waller. 
Chesterfield, Jan 27 at 31, Fernell, Sheffieid. 

. John, Carnarvon, Bethws-y-o004, Sergeant of. Polies. Pet 

Jan6. James. Lianrwest, Jan 21 at12, Jones, Conway, 
be le, Alfred, Crewland, Lincoln, Brewer's Clerk... Pet Jan 7. Tadorz 
Birm, Jan 28at 11. Brewster, Nottingham. 


To Surrender in London. 
Tcespay, Jan. 14, 1868, 
Bannister, Fras Wm, & Robt Bann, Copenhagen-st, Islington. Peb 
Jan4. Feb3atl. Heather & Son, Paternoster-row. 
Baxter, Wm, Ashbocking, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 1. 
Marray. Jan 27 atl. Lewis &Co, Old Jewry. 
Brewis, Edwd, Palmerston-bidgs, Old Broad-st, Share Dealer. 
Jan 9. Murray. Jan 27 at Jl. Stackpoole, Pinner’s-hall, bd 


Broad-s 
Brideli, ty John, Prisoner for Debt, saatet- Pet Jan 9 (for pau). 


Jan 27 at12. Drake, Basinghall-st 
Clark, tae Prisoner for i: nga Pet Jan 10(for pau). Pepys. 
facturer... Pet Jan7. Feb3at 2. Popham, 
; ve urch-st. 
Deave, ns Prisoner fur London. Pet Jan 10, sin Jan 
at 2. Crook, Moorg: 
ray. Jan 27 at 12. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
Pet Jan7. Feb 5 at 12. Moss, Gracechurch-st, 
Pet Jan 10, 


Pepys. Jan 28 at 2. Dobie, Basinghail-s' 
— Saml, Salisbury, Wilts, Mail Cart Contractor. Pet Jan 11 (for. 
Jan. 30ati2, Davis, Ha 
Silk Many- 
—e John Hunt, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Bui 
Salaman, St omelet tone, 
ate-st. 
an Lndgate-hill, Ae Auctioneer. Pet Jan i. ‘Feb 
Fear, Fredk Chas, Silver-st, Golden . Pet Jan 
Pepys. Jan 28 at I. Weeks, New Borwel-o, Liseaate-inn 
Gailand, Hy. Westminster-bridge-rd, Coachnatil 





Balley, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lonaen, res ‘Jan 9 (for pan). Murray, 
Pepys. Jan30at 12. Jones, New-inn, 5 

Cluff, Saml Napoleon, Midaieton-pl, Stoke Newin: 

¥et Jan 9, 
Jan 27 at il. Pe ong Gracech 
Deties, Sam, Gordon-villas, Kentish-town, Commercial Traveller. 
st. 

Elliott, John, ee Licensed Vietualler, Pet Dea 18, Murs 
Flosch, Feodore, Stonehouse-ter, Lewisaate-4, Sepa Merchant. 

Murray. Jan 27 at 12. George, Jermyn: st, St 
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Hn Pet Jan9. Feb Sat 2. 
h, Northampton, Chemist. Pet Jan9. 
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‘Gaskin, Geo, Banstead. Su 
‘ Marshall, Lincoln's-inn-fiel 
, Chas, Wellingboroug 
vob & at | New nb JP Tea Dealer. Pet Jan 7. Pepys. 
Kensett, Wm, . jan 7. 
Jan 28 “ 12. Hind, Basinghall-st. 
nlay, High-st, Stratford, a; Merchant. Pet Jan 
aS carpe nel, agen Pet Jan 9. Murray. 
mpton-rd, an ° 
Makay, sat Villas é, Diemneteut cobs Pet Jan 7 Pepys. J: 
“ri jams ° et Jan 7. an 
28 at 12. Bechsnan, re aes aon nanan 

Muggeridge, Wm Jo -ter, Creek- tford, ou ness. 

Pet Jan 9. Murray. Jan 27 atl2. Marshall, Tingoln? 8-inn-fields. 

Geo, Prisoner 9 Debi, ono ge Pet Jan 9(for pau). Brougham. 
Saps, Jas, Tudor “4 Ww ts Ha Cowkeepe Pet Jan 6 
grove, ell-st, , Cow! r. lan 6, 

Feb 3 ab 2. Steadman, London-wall es 
mith, Simon, Artillery-lane, Bishopsgate-st wemew Hairdresser. 

Pet Jan9. FebSat?. Linklaters & em 
08, Victoria-ter, Carlton-rd, Pec aes Coramerial Clerk. 

Pet Jan “e ” Pepys. Jan 28 at2. Rigby, Coleman. 

Soanes, John Wm, Russell-pl, ose gee of bus Seuieen. Pet Jan 9. 
Feb 5 at 2. Moss, Gracechurch-st. 

Stock, John Hubert, Gracéfield-ter, Lie mere Foss gptr ade Clerk. 
Pet Jan8. Feb 5at 12. Webster, Basinghal 

Wood, Geo Chas, Margaret-ter, Harrow-rd, "Draper, Pet Jan 9. 
Pepys. Jan 28at2. Evana, John-st, Bedford “row. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adame, Jesse, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Journeyman Carpenter, 
Pet Jan 8, Blake. Ryde, Jan 25 at 11.30. Beckinsale, Newport. 
re Thos, Church-hill, nr Wigton, Tailor. Pet Jan 10, Hodg- 

son. Wigton, Jan 29 at 12. Wannop, Carlisle 

Atkin, Eliz, Kingston-upon-Hull, out of business, Pet Jan 11. Leeds, 
Feb 12 at 12. Chester, Hull. 

Bassett, Fras, Truro, Cornwall. Pet Jan 8. Chilcot. Truro, Jan 25 
at 3. Marshall, Tiuro. 

Beal, John Torquary, Devon, Fish Dealer. Pet Jan9. Exeter, Jan 
2iatl. Edmonds & Sons, Plymonth. 

Bell, John, Ampleforth, York, Comm Agent. Pet Jan 11. Leeds, Jan 
27atll. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Berger, Joseph Chas, Lpoo!, Metal Broker. Pet Jan9, Jan 27 at 11. 
Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

Ballock, Edwin, Newport, Monmouth, Fishmonger. Pet Jan 9. 
Roberts. Jan 27 at 2. Pain, Newport. 

Chamberlain, Ekenezor, Southampton, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Jan 11. 
Thorndike. Southampton, Jan 31 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 
Coates, Chas, Crook, Durham, Labourer. Pet Jan 10. rotter. 

Bishop Auckland, Jan 27 at 3.30. Brignall, Durham. 

Collings, Wm Masters, Newport, Monmouth, baat nd Pet Sept 10. 
Roberts. Newport, Jan 27 at 2. Roberts, Newpo: 

Coonan, Edwd, Lpool, Tailor. Pet Jan 10. Hime. _Lpool, Jan 28 at 
3. Horner, Lpool. 

Cotton, Edwd, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Pet Jan 
il. Austin. Luton, Jan 27 at 4. Scargill. Luton. 

Davies, Wm, Havod Colliery. nr Potypridd, Glamorgan, Licensed 
Victualler. PetJan 9. Wilde, Bristol, Jan 24atl1. Becking- 
ham, Bristol. 

Davies, John Thos, Glasbury, Brecon, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 10. 
Williams. Hay, Jan28 at 9. Page, Hay. 

Dawson, Saml, Evertor, henanete, Pilot. Pet Jan 9. Hime. Lpool, 
Jan 27 at3, Bellringer, Lpool. 

sag Wm, Kelfield, York, Fruiterer. Pet Jan 9. Newstead. 

, Jan 28 at 10, Bantoft,, Selby. 

‘oseph Taylor, & Chas Jas Ellis, Wakefield, York, Woollen 
Drapers. Pet Jan 8. Mason. Wakefield, Jan 28 at 11, Nettleton, 
Wakefield. 

- Thos, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Rope Manufacturer. Pet Jan 

Marshall, Sunderland, Jan 31 at 12. Dixon, Bishop Wearmouth. 

mameanied Joseph, Birm, Journeyman Tailor, Pet Jan 10. Guest. 
Birm, Jan 31 at 10. Cheston, Birm. 

Hartland, Moses Hinton, Stafford, Chartermaster. Pet Jan9. Waller 
Dudley, Jan 30 at 12. Wakeley, Stokes. 

Haynes, Wm, Birm, Brewer. Pet Jan 6. Guest. Dirm, Jan 31 ats. 
Maher, Birm. 

Howkins, John, Rugby, Warwick, ——— Pet Jan 6. Hubbard. 
Ragby, Jan 21 at 11. Smallbone, Corentr: 

Ree Benj, Dudley, Worcester, Butcher. "Pet Jan ll. Dudley, Jan 

30 at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 
se Richd, Hemtows, Montgomery, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan 10. 
n 27 at12.. Dodge, Lpool 

Hunter, Joseph, Spilsby, Lincoln, Carpenter. Pet Janil. Walker. 
Spilsby, Jan 22. at 11, Waiker, Alford. 

Jennings, Wm Jokn, Dover, Kent, Contractor’s Ageut. Pot Jan 9. 
Hall. Deal, Jan 27 at 12. Minster, Folkestone, 

Jose, Fras, Redruth, Cornwall, Pig maalon. Pet Jan7. Peter. Red- 
puth, Feb4atil. Trevena, Redruth 

Pet Jan 9. Uppleby. Lin- 


Leary, Robt a sen, Lincoln, Printer, | 
coln, Jan 27 at ll, Rex, Lincoln 

Madson, Wm Rous, Southampton, ‘Auctioneer. Pet Jan ill. Thorn- 
di Southampton, Jan 3! at 12. Mackey, setae. 

Manson, Wm, Northampton, Hairdresser. + Jan 9. Dennis. 

Peg ong Jan a at 10, ne ee 

. Jas, Birm, Grocer, Pet $1. Pri haar Jan 29 at 12, 

Southall & Nelson, Birm, birm, 

Nieass, bie Plymouth, Devon, Fish Dealer. Pet Jan 9. Exeter, Jan 
a7 abl nds & & Sons, Plymouth, 

sy er fis, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. Pet.Jan 9, Evershed. 

Brighton, Jan 29 at 11, Mills, Brighton. 

Powell, Wilby, ee sane. Pet Jan 8. Ingram. Leicester, 

Jan 45 at 10. Petty, Le 

v dent at PAT  Saabbon, Ye “york, Gas Engineer. Pet Janl. Leeds, 


Storey. 
Newark-upon- Trent, Nottingham, Retailer of Beer. 


Reb dan 8. Newton. mene Jan 22at 12. Ashley, Newark-upon- 


Smith, Riakind Prisoner for Debt, Stafford, AdjJan 9. Hill, Birm, 
Jan 29 at 12% James& Grifin, Birm, 





Smith, Benj Timothy, Windsor-pl, nr 6 
Pet San’, Stary’ Homton, Jen 23 ne iG. Cat rb 

Stott, John, Halifax, Joiner. Pet Jan 10. in, 
Jan 31 at 10. Storey, Ag : raha 

von, Innkeeper. 

Honiton, Jan 22 at 11. i Tweed, es Honiton. 

Debt, Shrewsbury. ‘an 
cai = 31 at 12. res batiies Birm.' _ aes 

Thompson, Wm, Manch, Shell Fish Dealer. Pet Jan 10. 
Manch, Jan 24at 12. Sutcliffe, Manch. ¢ 

Walker, Robt, Nantwich, Chester, Baker. Pet Jan 6. 
Crewe, Jan 30 at 10. Edleston, Nantwich. 

Wakerley, Wm, Leicester, Joiner, Pet Jan9. Ingram. 
Jan 3i at 12, Smith, Nottingham. 

Watkins. Wm mawr, Brecon, Grocer. Pet Jan 9. 
Bristol, Jan 24 at Lis Henderson, Bristol, 

Weatherhogg, Geo Wm, Kirton-in- Lindsey, Lincoln, Eng! 
Jan 9. Leeds, Feb 12 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, Hull. 

White, Wm, Sheitielg, ,Bateher. Tet Jan 9. Wake. 

Wilnete Wes Proter Frederie, Padstow. Pet Deo 31. Collins. 
Jan 16 at 10. waieiel, St Columb. 

Wright, Jas, Hekburn New ‘Town, Durham, Grocer. Pot 
son. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 24 at 13. Hoyle & On 
upon-Tyne. 

— BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripvay, Jan, 10, 1858, 
Bielefeld, Julius Martin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Jan 6, 
TvespaY, Jan. 14, 1868. 
may. bape 'cd Shes, Albeit-ter, Knightsbridge, Manager ton! r 
nist. Jan 1 








7 DESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE $001 E’ 
#5 €LD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C, , 
aaa are Ren! to introduce, cr} behalf of their 1 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, R 
nterests, or other adequate securities, 
: Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the (0 
orm:— 


Date..... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of b= Apon (i. @., whether for a term hy 
annual or olher ay 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land.or 
fags, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. ' 
By order of the Board, ; 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Srcre 


YO LET, Offices on the Ground Floor, three 
—Apply to the Housexeersr, 5, Serjeants’-inn, ‘ 


Pxvurosat ror Loaw on Monrcaces. 








ANDLES.—A hint to Purchasers—Do not m 

‘sure that you know what price you are paying per pound £6 
Candles until you have stripped them and put eto in othe scale, © 
coe are right weight without the wrappers, some byes 

wrappers, some with very thick wra’ and some 1 

ba weizht with wrappers however thick, PRICE'S 3“ GOLD 
PALMITINE,” * SHERWOOD PALMITINE, ” * BELMONT 
and “ BELMONT WAX.” “ BEST,” “No. 2,” *‘ No. 3,” and © 
SEA COMPOSITES,’ PRICE’S PART FINE,” ond ° BELMONT 
and all the other candles of Price’s Patent Candle Company (Limi 
ull weight without the wrappers. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is ae 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two 
sessing such anahle properties renders it in appearance and ; 

to Sterling Silver. Fiddl Thread, 


Table Forks, perdoz. ess 
Dessert ditto ...cscccsece 
Table Spoons ....seccasee 
Dessert ditto .+..scessses 
Tea Spoons ..essecssece 012 OandoO is 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea § 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 836, STRAND, LONDO! 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with go 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standai 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 64. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 64, 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 188. setofsix. Tabled 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 64. 
Is. 6d, set of three; elegant ag Maché ditto, 25s. i 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A vet of 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ¢ 
Ivory Table Knives, }4s., 165., and 18s, per dozen. White Bom 6 
and Perks, 6s. 9a. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s, as eer 


vast the limits of an advertisement will not allow of @ 
are requested to send for their Catalogue, we 5 
prices ema Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, 
gery, &c. Maybe had post free, Every 
figures at the same low prices for which their establis! 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 deli 


per rail. 3 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LO 
Opposite Someratt Llousa. 
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